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REPORT of the Committee appointed by 
the Order of the Board, dated 30th 
June, 1832, to inquire into the circum- 
stances connected with Mr. Bayley's 
Publication of the Calendars of the 
Proceedings in Chancery, and his 
Charges for the same. 



His Honour the Master of the Rolls having 
signified to the Committee that it would be impos- 
sible for him to take any part in this Investigation, 
the other Members of the Committee commenced 
the Inquiry on the 17th July last, and continued it 
at various adjourned Meetings until a Meeting 
which took place at the Tower of London, on the 
21st August last, when, in consequence of a Letter 
addressed to the Chairman, by Mr. Bayley [Ap- 
pendix B. PartIL], it was deemed unnecessary to 
continue the Inquiry any further. 

B 
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REPORT. 

The Witnesses whom your Committee examined, 
and whose Evidence will be found in the Appendix, 
[Part I,] were severally told, that, though no oath 
was at the moment tendered to them, they were 
to consider in delivering such evidence, that they 
might hereafter be required to confirm it on oath, 
if the Board should so determine. 

Mr. Bayley was himself always present ; and 
had and exercised the power of putting any 
questions to the witnesses. 

Other evidence was collected by the Secretary; 
and other witnesses would have been produced to 
your Committee, if the Letter of Mr. Bayley, 
already noticed [Appendix B.], had not seemed 
to supersede the necessity of continuing such 
Inquiry:— but as the persons examined by the 
Secretary received a similar warning [viz. that 
they might be required hereafter to confirm upon 
oath the deposition which he took down], your 
Committee think it not unfitting to subjoin such 
testimony [Appendix from C. to DD.] As, however, 
Mr. Bayley was not present at the examination of 
all these parties^ and at any rate did not cross- 
examine them^ no point in the Inquiry is suffered 
to rest upon their evidence exclusively. The 
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Letters addressed to the Secretary upon the sub- 
ject of the Inquiry are intermixed, according to 
their dates, with the Depositions in the Ap- 
pendix. 

Your Committee think that they shall facilitate 
the judgment of the Board, by reducing the 
Evidence taken into certain heads; — and by tracing 
the History of the Book, which forms the subject 
of the Inquiry entrusted to them, from the alleged 
first discovery of the MS. materials for the intro- 
ductory matter down to the Charges of the Editor 
for forming the Indexes to the published Volumes. 

This Inquiry is comprehended in 9 Sections : 

I. Discovery of the Original MS. of the Speci- 

mens of early Chancery Bills published 
as an Introduction to the Calendars. 

II. Translation of the Specimens of the MS. 

III. Transcriptions of those Specimens of them 

which were printed by Mr. Lysons. 

IV. Comparison of the Calendars with the 

Original Suits. 

V. Removal of the Calendars. 

VI. Mutilation of the Calendars. 

VII. Charges for transcribing the Calendars. 

b2 
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VIII. Charges for Fair Copying the Transcripts 

of the Calendars. 

IX. Formation of the Indexes. 



I. Discovery of the Original MS. of the 
Specimens. 

The Original Chancery Bundles, from which 
the Specimens are taken, are in the Tower. Mr. 
Bayley stated, " Nothing, I believe, was known 

An8w.i64. "of them, till, I think, the year 1811." And 
being asked, " Do you know who first discovered 

Answ. 166. "them?" He answers, " Yes, I do. It was I 
" myself. Mr. Lemon, who had been forty or 
" fifty years in the Tower, often told me, that he 
" did not know of their existence." This claim of 
Mr. Bayley is denied by several persons ; and it is 
contended, that the documents in question were 
first discovered by the late Mr. Lysons, then 
Keeper of the Records; by whom Mrl Bayley 
was appointed to be one of the Clerks in the 
Tower. The Rev. Dan. Lysons, in a Letter to Mr. 
ADp.T. Cooper, claims, in general terms, the discovery 
as the act of his brother. Mr. Hoole states, 
that, in January, 1807, the existence of the Rolls 



Digitized by 



Google 



REPORT. 6 

was known to Mr. Lysons, — though the contents add. v. 

6th Aug. 1832. 

were not known. Mr. Illingworth, who was 
Deputy Keeper of the Records during the whole 
of Mr. Lysons's time, says, that " All or greater App. h. 

3l8t July, 1832. 

" part of the early Chancery Proceedings were dis- 
" covered by Mr. Lysons himself. A few of them 
" were discovered bv me and Mr. Hicken: but I do 
" riot think, that Mr. Bayley discovered or tran- 
" scribed any of them ; as he and Mr. Hicken were 
" generally employed in Office hours in making the 
*' Office Copy Records." Benjamin Luxmore, who, 
in August last, stated himself to have then been 
Messenger more than twenty-three years in the 
Tower, describes Mr. Lysons s proceedings in 1810 App. m. 

•^ ^ ^ l8t Aug. 1832. 

and 1811; and being asked, " Did Mr. Bayley 
" discover these Documents ?" He replies, " Not 
" unless he found them before I came to the Tower, 
" which is not very likely." In his Examination he 
states, that Mr. Bayley did not assist him in the A118.211&212. 
matter : that he never saw him on these occasions 
(when engaged in taking out the Bundles of Chan- 
cery Proceedings) : and being asked by Mr. Bay- 
ley, " Do you recollect Mr. Hicken and myself 
" in the Long Room sorting the Proceedings, while 
" you flatted them?'* He replies, " I do not re- Answ.258. 
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*' collect your having any thing to do with them: 
" I cannot charge my memory with it." 

II. In respect to the Translation of the Spe- 
cimens which were selected from the Bundles and 
published as an Introduction to the Calendars, — 
Mr. Bay ley, when asked " Who translated the 

Ads. 176 & 176. " Specimens?" answers, " I translated many:" 
and when then asked, " Who translated the rest?" 
** Mr. Lysons. I think he did not translate more 
** than ten or twelve," [meaning, of course, 
that all, except such ten or twelve, were trans- 
lated by himself]. Mr. Williams being asked, in 
reference to the early Proceedings prefixed to 

26S'j^i ,1832 *^® Calendars in the printed work, " What did 
" Mr. Bayley pay you for translating?" replies, 
" Sixpence a folio." Before the Committee he 
added (Answ. 324,) " I charged him 6d. per folio 
" for transcribing the original Proceedings : 6d. 
" for translating ; making Is. for the Norman 
" French Proceedings." Here another Translator 
is introduced. Mr. Illingworth goes further, and 
excludes Mr. Bayley altogether as a translator of 
the Norman French* He says, " Mr. Cossart, 
" who was an excellent French Scholar, made 



Add. £. 
26thJul_ 
Answ. 34. 
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" both the Transcripts, and Translations of the 
" Documents in that Language, Mr. Bayley at 

App. R. 

" that time knew nothing of Norman French." 4th Aug, 1832. 

III. Transcription of the Specimens. 

Mr. Bayley, having stated on his first Ex- 
amination before the Committee, that the work 
of Mr. Lysons had been " of very little service to 
" him," is asked as follows, " Are the Committee 
" to understand, that new Transcripts were made 
" by you, or by your directions, for the purpose 
" of the work, in reference to the same Docu- 
" ments which had been already printed by Mr. 
" Lysons ?" replies, " Precisely so, the greater Amw. 40. 
" part of them ; there may have been two or three 
" not so transcribed, where there were very 
" few abbreviations, in which, therefore, no new 
" transcript was necessary." But, on a second 
Examination, on the 20th July, 1832, being asked, 
" Were they then all transcribed again ?" he re- 
plies " Certainly." From this it would appear, ^nsw. 56. 
that Mr. Bayley intended the Committee to un- 
derstand, that all the Specimens prefixed to his 
Publication had been transcribed by him or by his 
direction, and that such Transcripts had been sent 
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to the Press. A doubt having existed in the mind 
of the Committee, Mr. Bayley was asked, " The 
" first sixty Petitions in the Introduction to the 
" 1st Volume of the Chancery Proceedings are 
" reprinted from Mr. Lysons's Svo.Volume ?" He 

Answ. 64. replies, *' They are printed from the Originals," 
(meaning, of course, according to the previous 
answers, * transcripts of the Originals,') " with 
" the Abbreviations. Mr. Spottiswoode had in 
" some instances types cast for them." The Let- 
ter of Mr. Bayley having, as already noticed, 
closed the inquiries of your Committee, no wit- 
nesses were examined before us, on this point; 
but the Evidence taken by Mr. Cooper, and trans- 
mitted in MS. to us, is too important not to be 
here brought before the notice of the Board. 

Appen. D. ^r. Spottiswoodc states, " after looking at the 

25th July, 1832. ^ , ^ , i ^i -r* t » 

" 8vo. sheets of the early Chancery rroceedmgs, 
[i. e. Mr. Lysons's unpublished and unfinished 
work,] " I have no doubt the corresponding parts 
" of Vol. L, edited by Mr. Bayley, were printed 
" from Mr. Lysons's sheets after being corrected." 
Mr. W. Carey, reader at the King's Printer's of- 
fice, recollects perfectly well that the early part 
of the Petitions or Bills in the 1st Vol. of Mr. 
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Bayley's work was printed from a printed copy, in 

a size which printers call royal octavo; and being 

asked to look at Mr. Lysons's 8vo. work, he says, 

" I have seen the early part of it before in leaves, 

" that is to say, as well as I can recollect at this 

" distance of time, I have seen the first 136 pages 

" of it. I would say, looking at Mr. Lysons's book, 

" that, as well as I can recollect, all in the folio 

*' volume was printed from printed copy from Appen. c c, 

« page 1 to page 62/' i^^- 

IV. — Comparison of the Calendars with the 
Original Suits. 

Mr. Bayley stated that Mr. Caley directed him, 
in carrying forwards this publication, " to refer to Answ. 9. 
" the Originals in all cases of doubt appearing on 
" the face of the Calendars; and accordingly," he 
says, " when there were doubts relating to the Answ. u. 
" names of places, or persons^ in the progress of 
" a suit, and particularly in regard to the names 
" of places, I referred to the original proceed- 
" ings." He is then asked, " Did it frequently 
** happen that you had occasion to refer to the 
"Originals in the early years?" and he replies, 
" Six or eight sheets were printed before I re- amw. 12. 
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" ceived Mr. Caley's directions to verify the Ca- 
** lendar by references to the Original Proceed- 
" ings." However, whatever was done or left 
undone in respect to Vol. I. and Vol. IL he is 

Answ.29. clear as to Vol. III. " I have in the 3rd volume 
" compared every Entry with every Suit," a.nd, 

Answ. 137. again, " in respect to Vol. III. I have had the 
" greater part of it here," (meaning that he had 
had the Original Rolls brought from the White 
Tower to Mr. Petrie's room, where your Commit- 
tee were then sitting.) 

The Board will recollect that Vol. III. com- 
mences with the letters S.s., and that though it 
does not appear at what period the transcription 
of the Calendar was made for the purpose of 
being printed, it is clear that 152 pages were 
printed before the 29th of September, 1830, on 
which day Mr. Bayley charges for them, per 
printed sheet, as usual. The Board will observe 
that the 152 pages in question contain the whole 
of S.s. and go down to T.t. 6. These sheets, there- 
fore, must have been examined and compared 
with the Originals before 29th September, 1 830, 
or not at alL Several witnesses deny that any 
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such examination took place prior to the begin* 
ning of 1832. 

Benjamin Luxmore having stated that he had 
this year taken down certain bundles of Chancery 
Proceedings to Mr. Bayley, and being asked^ 
*' Are you certain that you never took down any 
** before this year?" replies, " I am; I made a Answ.217. 
" memorandum of the fact for my own use. 
" There is no doubt that Mr. Bayley had them 
" down from the beginning of W. (W. 1 .) I begun 
" to keep the account from W. 1 1 ." In his depo- 
sition before Mr. Cooper, he states the date of his 
Memorandum to be 18th January, 1832. App.M. 

The Board will observe that the letter W. begins 
in Vol. III. p. 204. It is stated by Mr. Bayley 
that the printing of W. began in March or April, Answ. i84. 
1831, that eight or ten sheets were printed before 
the suspension of the work ; and Luxmore says Anew. 222. 
that between his bringing down some bundles^ 
i. e. of letter W., and his bringing down the bundle 
W.w. 1 1 on the 16th January, 1832, there might be 
an interval of six months. 

But with respect to the earlier parts of Vol. III. 
Luxmore is certain that he never brought down 
to Mr. Bayley any bundles of S. or T. ; and he ^^*'^- ^2^- 
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states most distinctly, in reference to the possibi- 
lity that Mr. Bayley might have gone to the 
White Tower to examine those bundles on the 
spot, that they were tied by himself with a 
sailor's knot, and that they could not have been 
untied and examined, and tied again, without de- 
ranging some crease, by which he would have as- 
certained the fact of their having been undone; 
and when asked, *' Then you think it impossible 
" that the bundles in question should ever have 
" been opened before since they were originally 

Answ. 237. tied up?" — he replies, ** I think if they were, they 
would have spoke for themselves;" and being 
asked by Mr. Bayley, " You have said that you 
" did not bring down letter V. Is that so?" — he 

Answ. 272. rcplics, *' Ycs, I ucvcr did bring down letter V. 

An.w.273. « rj.^^ j^g^ ^j^ g^ow it;" again, " The bundles 
" would have shown by the tying and the creases 
" whether they had been undone; I think I could 
" swear that they had not been undone since the 
" time when I first tied them." It is clear, how- 
ever, that the accumulation of dust, taken singly, 
would be no evidence that papers (in such a po- 
sition as that of the Chancery Rolls in the 
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Tower of London) had not been opened for two 
years. 

The evidence is confirmed by the testimony 
of Charles Roberts. He never saw in Mr. Bay- 
ley's room any of the bundles of Chancery Pro- 
ceedings from the White Tower, till the beginning 
of the present year, 1832; and though a bundle 
might occasionally have been there, he thinks it 
impossible that Mr. Bayley could have examined 
any considerable number, say the bundles con- 
tained in two or three letters, without his seeing Answ. 290. 
it. 

Mr. Williams says, " From sitting constantly in Answ. 333. 
" Mr. Bayley 's rooms I must have seen bundles 
" of that size" (meaning the Chancery Proceed- 
ings), " if they had been there." 

V. — Removal of the Calendars from the 
Office. 

Mr. Bayley specifically affirmed that the " Ori- amw. 17. 
" ginal Calendars were never out of my posses- 
" sion, or at least out of the Office.*' Being, how- 
ever, asked whether he had not employed a son 
of Thompson, one of the Warders of the Tower, to 
copy for him one of the Office Calendars, and 
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having permitted him to take such Calendar to 
his father s house, and being thereupon reminded 

Answ. 163. of his former declaration, he replied, " I consider 
*' that when the Calendars were not in my pos- 
" session they were in the possession of a clerk of 
" mine, and, therefore, in my custody." It ap- 
pears, however, from Mr. Williams's evidence that 
they were sometimes left at a Club house for Mr. 

Answ. 367. Baylcy himself. " I have enclosed the MS. Ca- 
" lendar for Mr. Bayley at the Athenaeum, and 
" left it there for him;" and Mr. Williams further 
stated that a part of the Transcript for Vol. III., 
being S.s., was made by a lad whom he employed 

Answ. 377. at his own OflBce in Cook's Court, Carey Street. 
In his examination before Mr. Cooper he says, 

26TjSy,i832. " ^ ^^^ *^^ Book," (i. €. the Mauuscript Calendar) 
" in my possession nine months." 

VI. — The Mutilation of the Office Calen- 
dars. 

One of the Volumes of the MS. Calendars ap- 
pearing to contain several sheets of paper and of 
handwriting diflferent from the rest, Mr. Bayley 
stated that he had supplied the transcript thereof, 
and rebound the Volume, his child having pulled 
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down an inkstand upon it, and thereby defaced 
it; that this accident happened at his own house, 
and that he thinks no one was present when he 
tore out the leaves so defaced. He stated that it 
was about a year and a half before the date of 
his Evidence in August, 1832, i. e. about Fe- 
bruary, 1831. The Volume in question was at 
that time going through the Press; but he is cer- Answ, i62. 
tain that the original sheets were never sent to 
the Press. 

Mr. Williams states that, in consequence of Appen. e. 

Answ. 23. 

having other business to do at the time, he de- Evidence, 
clined to copy some portion of the Calendar then 
for the Press, and that in his presence Mr. Bayley 
tore it out and sent it to the Printer. 

Mr. Robert Spottiswoode, from the King's 
Printer's Office, states, that part of Volume III. 
was printed from a MS. which appeared to have Appen. o. 
been written several years ago : and Mr. Thomas 
Macdonald, from the same office, states, in a 

Appen. Q. 

letter to Mr. Cooper, that having inspected the 
Volume S. V., he recognizes the writing of the 
earlier part of it to be ** the same and in the same 
form" as that from which a portion of the third 
printed volume was taken. " The part printed 
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*' from such manuscript would correspond with the 
" latter part of the volume shown to me, which is 
" in a diflferent handwriting/' 

VII. Charges for transcribing the Calen- 
dars. 

It will be seen by Mr. Bayley's accounts. Ap- 
pendix A., that in respect to the materials of the 
printed Volume I., he charges distinctly for 
transcribing at Ad. and afterwards at Qd. per folio, 
and " for correcting, arranging, and compressing 
" or abridging," not in any sum per folio, but in 
one gross sum. It will be further seen, by the 
same series of Accounts in Appendix A., that in 
respect to the first part of Volume II. he charges 
in the same manner, but at diflferent rates, from 
Qd. to something above Id. per folio " for tran- 
" scribing;" but in the latter part of Volume 11. 
for the three last Accounts, the mode varies, and 
the charge is for " abstracting and preparing for 
*' printing, collating and correcting with the 
" Originals" {%. e. in the Tower] " and abridging," 
12^. to \A\d. per folio: and, afterwards he 
charges "for making a Fair Copy and arrang- 
ing." As Mr. Bayley appears to have paid to Mr. 
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Williams, whom he employed in transcribing 1^. 

per folio, accordinff to Mr. Williams's Evidence,* ; Evidence tH 

^ ® ' Williams. 

and 2d. according to his own,^ the sum paid to ^^*£^^e^j,^ ^^ 
himself may be considered to have been a liberal Answf'112. 
remuneration. 



VIII. Charges for Fair Copying the Tran- 
scripts OF THE Calendars. 

With respect to the charge for Fair Copying, 
we think there is no proof that a Fair Copy was 
ever made; on the contrary, there is evidence (as 
already noticed under Section VI.), that a part of 
one of the volumes of the Office Calendars was 
actually torn out and sent to the printers, for Evidence of 

•^ r » Williams. 

which a Transcript has been substituted in the ^"*'^- ^*^- 

* And Letter of 

volume; while no single sheet of Fair Copy has ©^ Mac^onaid. 
been produced to your Committee. 

IX. Formation of the Indexes. 

Mr. Bayley having charged [Account No. X.] 
for an Index <£190, and having been asked [in re- 
ference to the formation of the Index generally to 
the Work] " what share did you take yourself in 
" the formation of the Index V* replies, *' What- Answ. 107. 
'* ever part I took in the Collection, every part of 

c 
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'' the Index I myself compared with the body of 
" the Work. I never trusted it to any one.*' 

He had previously stated, '' the examining of it 
word by word I did myself; I mean the collating 

^nsw. 103. of it with the text." 

Your Committee did not of course think it ne« 
cessary to examine the accuracy of the Index 
generally; but recollecting the Bill and Answer 
of John Shakspeere of Stratford upon Avon in the 
Introduction of the Work, they looked for the 
name in the Index, but without success. 

Whatever may be the merit of the Index to 
Volume I., in which this omission occurs, the 
compilation of the Index to Volume II. is claimed 
by others as well as by Mr. Bayley. Mr. 

Answ. 365. WiUiams says " I compiled the Index Nominum : 
" Mr. Grimaldi compiled the Index Locorum; 
" but I arranged both for the Press." Mr. 

See Account, Baylcy haviug received £126 for it, states that 

Append. A. 

No. XVII. he paid Mr. Williams sundry small sums : Mr. 
Williams states that they amounted to something 
Answ. 366. lathcr more than £20. 



I. Upon consideration of the whole of the 
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Evidence, and looking at the Letter of Mr. Bayley 
already mentioned^ we have come to the conclu- 
sion, that, until the latter part of the Third 
Volume, Mr. Bayley, in preparing for the Press 
the Calendars of Chancery Proceedings, had not 
recourse to the Original Bundles in the Tower; 
and having come to this conclusion, we consider 
it unnecessary to state our opinion upon the ques- 
tion, which in the course of the inquiry was raised, 
respecting the dates in the margin of the Office 
Calendars and some other points. The whole of 
the Evidence, Documentary and Parol, will be 
found in the Appendix. 

IL With respect to the Specimens of early Bills, 
the Accusation against Mr. Bayley is, that about 
sixty pages of the Introductory matter to Vol. I. 
were reprinted from the Octavo Volume of Mr. 
Lysons, the expense of which had been already 
defrayed by the Board ; and that Mr. Bayley had, 
nevertheless, charged as if those Petitions had 
been for the first time selected, airanged, trans- 
lated, &c., for the present work ; and this ac- carey. King's 

Printer. 

cusation, we think, is made out by the Evidence. Append, cc. 

c2 
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III. Another and a v^ry important fact appears 
to have been discovered during the progress of the 
Investigation. The number of folios for which 
Mr. Bayley has charged in the Calendars in the 
three Volumes (the last of which was not then 
completed,) is 33,364 ; and yet it appears by the 
Certificates of persons who have counted the three 
Volumes (the last being counted as actually com- 

ic£»'»^cc«* P^®*^^)» that they contain only 8111 folios. 

It may be said that this result is obtained by 
counting back from a printed work ; and that the 
folios really transcribed by Mr. Bayley, or by his 
directions, from the Office Calendars, were more 
than the folios printed. Your Committee, in order 
to obviate this objection, requested Mr. Petrie to 
furnish them with a statement of the No. of folios 
of seventy-two words each, contained in ten 
numerical folios in each of the two first Volumes 
of the MS. Chancery Calendars. The numerical 
folios counted were taken at intervals of twenty 
from each other. Taking them, therefore, as a 

App. DD. fg^ij. specimen of the general work, they give for 

Vol. I. MS. Calendars 1928 

Vol. II. MS. Calendars ..... 1841 

Making an aggregate of folios . . 3769 
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Whereas, for transcribing the same two Volumes 
of MS. Calendars, Mr. Bayley has charged for 
folios 7158. Mr. Bayley, indeed, has stated, that Answ. 122. 
the number of printed folios would be less than 
the MS. by one fourth : at any rate, considerably 
less ; but, admitting this statement, for the sake 
of argument, and giving to Mr. Bayley the full 
benefit of it, it is clear, that, even in respect to 
the two first MS. Volumes, his charges con- 
siderably exceed the work done; and the pre- 
sumption is still less favourable to him in respect 
to the three last MS. Volumes. 

The excess of Charge made by Mr. Bayley on 

the single article of Transcription [his Charge 

being 1262/. 16^. 4rf. for 33,364 folios, whereas the 

printed Calendars, for which he was employed to 

transcribe the materials, do not contain more than 

8111 folios, according to the Certificates of Mr. App.cc*, 

cc»», cc»»». 
Leaver and Mr. Williams in the Appendix] is, 

after making every allowance, greatly above the 

amount of his Bills, which are still under the 

consideration of the Board. 

W. Brougham, Chairman. 
Robert Harry Inglis. 
Henry Hallam. 
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PART Z. 

EXAMINATION BEFORE THE COMMITTEE. 
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AT A MEETING OP THE COMMITTEE APPOINTED TO INQUIRE INTO 
CERTAIN CHARGES AGAINST MR. BAYLEY IN REFERENCE TO THE 
PUBLICATION OP THE CALENDARS OF THE CHANCERY PROCEED- 
INGS, HELD AT THE EARL MARSHAL'S ROOM, IN THE HOUSE OF 
LORDS. 

Pmcn<— WILLIAM BROUGHAM, Esq. 
HENRY HALLAM, Esq. 
SIR ROBERT HARRY INGLIS, Bart. 

C. P. COOPER, Esq, 

Secretary. 



[Note. — The different Examinations before the Committee were taken 
down by Sir R. H. Inglis.'i 



EXAMINATION OF J. BAYLEY, ESQ. 

Are you a Sub-Commissioner ? 
Yes, I am. 

When were you appointed? 
In March, 1815. 

With what salary ? 

None at all. 

Do you hold any, and what office, and with what salary? 

Principal Clerk of the Records in the Tower, at a 
salary of £250 per annum. 

Are you, or have you been, sole or joint editor of any and 
what works under the Commission ? 

In the first instance I made collections for the new 
edition of the Foedera; since I have been joint editor 
of the Inquisitiones post mortem, and I have been 
sole editor of the Calendars of the Chancery Pro- 
ceedings. 

In what year did the " Inquisitiones" begin? 
About 1818. 
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7. Can you produce the order under which the Calendar of 
Chancery Proceedings was begun? 

It is printed in the first volume. It directs that the 
Calendars shall be forthwith transcribed and printed. 
It is dated 16th July, 1821. 

81 Were you directed to correct and amplify the Calendar by 
examination with the original Records? 

Certainly not to amplify it. Indeed, in the first 
instance, I was only directed to transcribe and 
print. 

9. Were there no verbal directions? 

In the progress of the work I applied to Mr. Caley 
to know whether I should be responsible for the ac- 
curacy of the work : Mr. Caley said, certainly. He 
afterwards gave me directions in all cases of doubt 
appearing on the face of the Calendar to refer to the 
originals. 

10. Can you produce any directions given to you at any time 

by the Board, or by the Secretary, on the subject of the 

principle and the mode of executing the proposed edition 

of the Calendars ? 

I cannot; because I was in the habit of seeing Mr. 
Caley almost every week of my life; and I fre- 
quently received directions from him verbaUy. I 
think that I never received but one written order ; 
that to which I have already adverted. I had no direct 
communication with any member of the Board, or 
any one except Mr. Caley. 
1 U How did you proceed in the cases of the doubts to which 

you refer? 

When there were doubts relating to the names of 
places or persons in the progress of a suit, and par- 
ticularly in regard to the names of places, I referred 
to the original Proceedings. 
12. Did it frequently happen that you had occasion to refer to 

the originak in the early years? 

Six or eight sheets were printed before I received 
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Mr. Caley's directioa9 to Terify the Calendar by re- 
ference to the original Proceedings. 

13. It has been stated by Mr. Caley^ that the Calendars were to 

be am|dified, — was that your understanding? 

As regards the two first volumes of the work this is 
an error. I never received any such instruction. 

14. What was the progress of your plan in editing the Calendar 

of Chancery Proceedings? 

My first duty was to transcribe, or cause to be 
transcribed, the original Calendar; my next, to 
compare that transcript with the Calendar, to ascer- 
tain its accuracy, which I always did myself; my 
third, to read over the transcript with a view to de* 
tect any errors, particularly in the names of places ; 
where material alterations were made I transcribed 
the sheets for the press. The History of Real Pro- 
perty was the great object of the work. I lastly 
corrected the press. 

15. Did you in general find the Calendar correct? 

That made by Mr. Hoole was. 

16. On the whole, should you say that the corrections were nu- 

merous? 

I should say not. The references to ascertain the 
correctness were continual. 

17. Did you ever send to the press the original Calendar? 

Never: the original Calendars were never out of 
my possession, or at least out of the office. 

18. Has the method stated by you in Answer 11 been adopted 

in the prosecution of the entire work ? 

In all the work which has as yet been published, 
viz. in the first two volumes. A more enlarged 
plan has been adopted in the preparation of the third 
volume. 

19. Notwithstanding these alterations to which you refer,' has 

the Calendar substantially the character of the Calendar as 

' Cooper's Observations, Appendix, p. xiv. * See Answer 14. 
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compiled by M r. Hoole, so far as it extends; u^ 
words, are there, or are there not whole pages the same in 
' the Calendar, MS. and printed ? 

Not whole pages the same ; it would be difficult to 
find any one page precisely the same ; but the alte- 
rations are not very numerous in the part executed 
by Mr. Hoole. The trouble of reference in order 
to ascertain the correctness of the whole was the 
same, whether it were or were not proved to be 
correct. 

20. What was the charge of transcribing? 

First 4td. per folio, then 6d, per folio. 

21. Had you any allowance for your clerks? 

I had no allowance for my clerks. I employed 
clerks, the greater part was done by clerks. I 
transcribed part myself. 

22. How much did you receive for yourself from such tran- 

scription? 

I cannot say how much. 

23. How much time did such transcription occupy? 

From March, 1821, up to the year 1826; referring 
to the two first volumes. 

24. The collation occupied more time than the transcription ? 

Certainly. 

25. Who regulated the price of correction and of collation? 

Mr. Caley. 

26. What time did the correction and the collation (meaning the 

whole editorship,) occupy? 

It was continued during the whole period of the 
progress of the work. If the whole time occupied 
* in correction and collation (meaning the whole 
editorship, excepting correction of the press,) were 
taken separately, it would average between two and 
three hours a day. The Calendar was begun in 
1821, but the printing did not begin till 1822; 

27. What time did it occupy you to collate and correct the 

transcripts with the Calendars, to ascertain the correct- 
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ness, and to pass the sheets through the press ; in short, 
conducting the whole work ? 

Three hours a day, certainly, for five years. 

28. What have been your receipts for the same, from the com- 

tneneement of the undertaking, in 1821, to the present 
time? 

About £250 per annum. 

29. What was the cause of the Third Volume being undertaken 

on a difierent plan? 

The MS. Calendar was itself on a different plan; it 
was made by a different person, Mr. Cossart, and 
was much less accurate. There was another reason : 
different suggestions were made to me by different 
persons, competent to give opinions ; and I have, in 
consequence, incorporated much extra matter with 
the Calendar. I have in the Third Volume com- 
pared every entry with every suit. 
SO, Have you reason to believe that there are considerable 

errors and omissions in the two first volumes already 

printed? 

There was, in the early part of the first volume, an 
entire omission of all suits relating to personal mat- 
ters, the object of Mr. Lysons being to trace real 
property. — (See also Answer 14.) 
31. Did you collate with the originals the petitions printed by 

Mr. Lysons ? 

Every one of them, word by word. 

52, From whose Calendars are the two first volumes printed? 

From Mr. Hoole chiefly, with some of Mr. Hicken. 

53. How long have you been engaged in the third volume? 

From 1828. 
34. Which volume has, in proportion, occupied the most time ? 

The third has occupied a vast deal more time than 

the others. 
S5, By whom was the Index made ? 

By myself entirely. 
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56, Has there been a gr^t itocrease of fees arising from in- 
creased references to the office in consequence of the 
publication of the Calendars? 

Decidedly. I have all the accounts. The number 
of searches has, since the publication, been greater 
than for the whole period from Mr. Astle*s appoint- 
ment to the date of such publication. 

37. Did you write in whole or in part the Prefiice to the first 

volume, signed *' John Bayley, Sub-Commissioner," if not 
the whole, state who wrote the remainder; or if not any 
part, state under what circumstances such signature was 
subjoined to such preface ? 

I wrote the greater part of it myself; the part relating 
to Lord EUesmere was taken from a letter addressed 
to the Society of Antiquaries by Mr. Lysons. In 
the first instance I wrote a much longer preface, I 
submitted it to Mr. Caley, and he desired me to 
shorten it; I wrote a seccmd, he thought it too long; 
I wrote a third, as it is now printed. 

38. Did Mr. Lysons, in his original 8vo. work on the Calendars, 

print such part of them as are contained in that work 
with or without abbreviations; and have you, or have 
you not, made any alteration in the folio edition? 

Mr. Lysons printed his work without abbreviations, 
and he also altered, occasionaUy, tibe spelling; and 
he j&equently filled up a blank in the record. He 
did not use abbreviations, partly to avoid obscurity, 
partly to avoid expense. The work, of which I 
have been editor, is printed as a fac-simile ; and the 
work, now printed accordingly, is a transcript from 
the original. 

39. Then the work, as printed by Mr. Lysons, has been of very 

little service to you in the prosecution of the work? 

Very little service. I have omitted nothing done 
by Mr. Lysons, I owed too much respect to him. 

40. Are the Committee to understand that new transcripts were 

made by you, or by your directions, for the purpose of 
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the work, in reference to the same documi^nts which had 

been already printed by Mr. Lysons ? 

Precisely so; the greater part of them; there may 
have been two or three not so transcribed, where 
there were very few abbreviations, in which, there- 
fore no new transcript was necessary. What has 
been printed is a fac-simile of the Record. 

41 . By whom were the transcripts made for the original work 

as printed by Mr. Lysons ? 

The greater part of them were made by myself. 

42. Did you by his directions extend the abbreviations? 

Yes. 

43. A charge has been made by you of £4:5. in 1821, £dv correct- 

ing and filling up the introductory matter, consisting of ex- 
amples of early Proceedings in Chancery, as begun by Mr. 
Lysons, from 17 Rich. II. to the end of Henry VI.; and, 
again, a charge of ^210 has been made by you for 
** looking over and arranging all the Bills and Answers, 
** and other Proceedings in Chancery, from the reign of 
" King Richard the Second to that of Queen Elizabeth, 
" both inclusive?" Does this refer to the same work done 
twice, and paid twice ? 

Certainly not; in the first instance I was selecting 
exam]^ for the introductory matter; in the second 
instai^e, I was going over and arranging the whole 
matter, and selecting therefirom the introductory 
matter. 

44. The Calendar does not contain proceedings beyond the 

teiga of Elizabeth. Can you explain the second item of 
charge, viz. for looking over the Chancery Proceedings 
from the end of the reign of Henry VI. to the end of that 
of Charles I. 

I have collected some as low as the end of Charles 
I., though they are not printed, 1 so far exceeded 
the limits prescribed to me by Mr. Caley. 
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^tcmti ©aff.— 20th July, 1832. 

AT A MEETING OF THE COMMITTEE APPOINTED TO INQUIRE INTO 
CERTAIN CHARGES AGAINST MR. BAYLET IN REFERENCE TO THE 
PUBLICATION OF THE CALENDARS OF THE CHANCERY PROCEED- 
INGS, HELD BY ADJOURNMENT AT THE EARL MARSHAL'S ROOM, 
IN THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 

Prejcnf— WILLIAM BROUGHAM, Esq. 
HENRY HALLAM, Esq. 
SIR RORERT HARRY INGLIS, Bart. 

C. P. COOPER, Esq. 

Secretary. 



EXAMINATION OF MR. BAYLEY- continued. 

45. Mr. Bayley attending, produces MS. sheets of the Pro- 

ceedings in Chancery, vol. iii. 

And the same heing examined hy the Committee are 
fomid to be, as to the body thereof, transcribed by the 
hands of parties described as his clerks, with corrections 
or additions in his own hand occurring in every instance. 

46. At what time did you begin to transcribe and prepare the 

materials for vol. iii. of the Proceedings in Chancery? 
In the latter end of the year 1827. 

47. At what time did you begin to go to press with the said 

materials? 

In about a year after that time, that is to say, about 
1828; it was before the publication of the second 
volume. 

48. At what time were the corrections and additions made in 

the sheets which you have produced? 

About a year or a year and a half, or perhaps two 
years ago. It was before last Christmas twelve- 
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month. From the year 1822, I was going on with 
the introductory matter concurrently with the Ca- 
lendar. 

49. The corrections which you made on comparison with the 

original Records were made by you from the very begin* 
ning of your editorship of the third volume now before 
us? 

From the end of 1 827 or from 1828. I think it was 
from the beginning ; certainly from a very few pages 
of the volume in question. 

50. Did you go over, personally, all the petitions down to the 

time of Elizabeth? 

I went over them all for the purpose of making se- 
lections from the time of Richard II. to the time of 
Richard III. I made casual searches for specimens 
in respect to the period from Henry VII. inclusive, 
to the beginning of the reign of Elizabeth. In re- 
spect to the latter period, when the Calendars com- 
mence, I have copied them, referring to the originals 
when I had doubts, as I stated at the last meeting. 

51. Were the illustrations which were printed by Mr. Lysons 

selected by you ? 

I made a great many transcripts, and Mr. Lysons 
selected from my transcripts such as he thought 
suitable. Mr. Lysons transcribed none himself. He 
made memorandums on such as he selected, 

52. Did Mr. Lysons intend to publish, on his own account or 

on account of the Commission, the work of which you 
produce certain loose sheets (in 8vo.)? 
On his own account. 

53. You selected a great number, and Mr. Lysons sifted them, 

and took those which are printed in his 8vo. volume ? 

Certainly. There were in all between eight and 
nine thousand. 

54. The first sixty petitions in the introduction to the first vo- 

lume of the Chancery Proceedings are reprinted from Mr. 
Lysons* s 8vo. volume? 
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They are printed firoin the originals with the abbre- 
viations. Mr. Spottiswoode had, in some instances, 
types cast for the same. 

55. Do they follow the same order? 

No. I discovered certain errors in date, in placing 
them. 

56. Were they then all transcribed again? 

Certainly. 

57. In your account* it appears that you charge for looking over 

and arranging all the bUls, answers, and other proceedings 
in Chancery in the Tower, from the reign of King Richard 
the Second to that of Queen Elizabeth, both inclusive. 
How do you explain this ? 

I did not mean that I had looked over all the bills, 
answers, and other proceedings, but only generally. 
I arranged them according to the several Chancellors 
for the second period, viz. from Henry VII. to 
Mary, both inclusive. 

58. Did you originally intend the transcripts which you made 

for a work to be published by yourself? 
I did. 

59. With respect to the petitions subsequent to the sixty in- 

cluded in Mr. Lysons's 8vo. volume, and printed again in 
your first volume, folio, did you select them in the way in 
which, as to the first sixty, Mr. Lysons had done ? 
I did. 

60. How much more have you charged for the third volume 

than for the first and second volume, considering the in- 
creased labour which the third voliraie occupied? 

A great deal more. It took a great deal more time. 

61. Is there any scale upon which you have charged for time or 

for labour ? 

I have never had any settled scale ; I have charged 
what I thought was conscientiously due* 

62. Did you make any difference for the increased degree of 

1 Coopers Observations, p. 17. 
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mental skill required by the improvements adopted in 
vol. iii. 

No. I made no charge except for the time which 

was employed. 

63. Have you ever made a separate charge for clerks? 

Never. 

64. Have you ever had an imprest of money? 

Never. 

[Mr. Bayley was directed to collate any ten 
pages of the MS. Calendar which is printed in 
vol. i. Chancery Proceedings, and any ten pages 
of the MS. Calendar which is printed in vol. ii. 
with the corresponding pages in the said printed 
volumes respectively.] 
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C]&(rt Sag.— July 23d, 1832. 

AT A MEETING OP THE COMMITTEE APPOINTED TO INQUIRE INTO 
CERTAIN CHARGES AGAINST MR. BAYLEY, IN REFERENCE TO 
THE PUBLICATION OF THE CALENDARS OF THE CHANCERY PRO- 
CEEDINGS. — HELD BY ADJOURNMENT AT THE EARL MARSHAL'S 
ROOM IN THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 

Present— HENRY HALLAM, Esq. 

SIR ROBERT HARRY INGLIS, Bart. 

C. P. COOPER, Esq. 

Secretary. 



EXAMINATION OF JOHN CALEY, ESQ. 

65 In reference to the publication of the Calendars of the Chan- 
cery Proceedings, can you state to the Committee under 
what circumstances the publication of that work was by 
the Commissioners directed? 

The mover of it was Mr. Bragge Bathurst, one of 

the Commissioners. 

66. Was any order, other than that prefixed to the first volume, 

given by the Commissioners, or by you on their behalf, in 
respect to such publication? 
None other. 

67. That order directed that the Calendars should be forthwith 

transcribed and printed. Was any explanation of that 
order given by you, in writing or otherwise, to any person 
employed in such publication? 

To no one. I never saw the original MS. myself, 
either of the examples, or of the body of the work, 
I cannot say any more than this : it is the nearest 
answer to the question proposed. 
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68. Did you ever direct any one, and, if so, whom, to amplify 

the Calendars, by examination thereof with the original 
Records ; and especially in respect to vol. i. and vol. ii. ? 
Not to my recollection. I did not interfere at all in 
the work : I thought that Mr. Bayley, who was a 
Gloucestershire man, in the confidence of Mr. Ly- 
sons, understood the subject: and, if I had not 
thought that he would make it a perfect work, I 
should have interfered. I always thought that it 
would have been amplified; but I never saw the 
original MS. I corrected, indeed, the sheets ; and 
where I saw, or thought I saw, an obvious error, I 
made the alteration meo periculo. If I were wrong, 
I thought that Mr. Bayley would put it right again. 

69. Did you, or did you not, understand from Mr. Bayley, that 

in the publication of the Calendars of the Chancery Pro- 
ceedings he had found it necessary to compile new Calen- 
dars? 

I have no recollection of having any conversation 

with him on such a subject. 

70. Did you understand that the Calendars, as printed by Mr. 

Lysons in the 8vo. volume, were to be amplified ; or that 
the original Calendars in the Tower were to be amplified? 
Certainly the Calendar in the Svo. volume, which is 
rather an Index than an Analysis or a Calendar ; 
and it is amplified, as any one may see on comparing 
that and the folio work. I never saw the original 
Calendars, and knew nothing of them. The folio is 
indeed a totally different thing from the Svo. volume. 

71. Do you recollect, that after that Mr. Bayley had, about 

1822 made certain selections and illustrations, in continua- 
tion of those made by Mr. Lysons, he was, three or four 
years afterwards, directed to go again over the same, for 
the purpose of giving the abbreviations, which, in the first 
instance, were extended? 

I have no recollection. 
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72* Look at the two accounts, one in Cooper's ObservationSi 
p. 16, dated 1823, the other in p. 17, dated 1825-6, and 
state whether the inspection brings to your recollection 
the fact, that any such review of the materials was or was 
not made by the order of the Board, through you ? 

I have no recollection. I did not conceive that I 
had any authority in the matter. The items are 
given very largely. I had my own opinion cer- 
tainly, that a few specimens would have sufficed as 
illustrations ; and that, for the sake of saving ex- 
pense, more ought not to have been added. 

73. Were you aware of the existence of the Calendars in the 

Tower? 

I must have been aware, that there were Calendars, 
because I have myself made searches ; but I never 
saw the original MS. which has been printed. 

EXAMINATION OF MR. BAYLEY^-^continued. 

74. At the last meeting of the Committee you were directed to 

collate any ten pages of the original MS. Calendar printed 
in vol. i. and any ten pages of the original MS. Calendar 
printed in vol. ii. with the corresponding pages in the said 
printed volume respectively. Have you collated the same 
accordingly, and do you produce the MS. of such Calen- 
dars? 

I produce two volumes of the MS. Calendars. I 
have gone over about a dozen pages of the MS. of 
the second volume. I took the first in the volume. 
1 had not time to collate more, or any in vol. i. 

75. What is the result of such collation? 

The Committee will be pleased to inspect the 
volumes. 

The Committee examine the same. 

In page 2, Leche Castle is, in the MS., corrected by reference to 
the original to Lecke Castle. 
Bretcham is in the MS. corrected ditto to Breckham. 
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In page 10, K. K. 53, there is no county entered in the MS. the 
county of Wilts is, in the printed volume, supplied 
hy reference to the original. 

K. K. 4, No. 1, Ditto, where Norfolk is supplied. 

It appears from such examination that the variations are 
numerous. 
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dTourtl) Bag.— July 30tli, 1882. 

AT A M£ETING OF THE COMMITTEE APPOINTED TO INQUIRE INTO 
CERTAIN CHARGES AGAINST MR. BAYLEY, IN REFERENCE TO THE 
PUBLICATION OF THE CALENDARS OF THE CHANCERY PROCEED- 
INGS. HELD BY ADJOURNMENT AT THE RECORD OFFICE, IN THE 

TOWER. 

Pretend— WILLIAM BROUGHAM, Esq. 
HENRY HALLAM, Esq. 
SIR ROBERT HARRY INGLIS, Bart. 
C. P. COOPER, Esq. 
— >>^^ Secretary. 



Note, — Mr. Cooper suggested that Mr. Bayley should point 
out " any fifty instances in vol. i. any fifty instances in vol. ii. 
" in which he has made any correction by collation with the 
" original Records." 

Mr. Cooper stated he believed " that the operation of collation 
" began with the latter sheets of vol. iii. with the letter W. in 
" the month of January last (1832)." 

EXAMINATION OF MR. BkY-LEY— continued. 

76. Mr. W. Brougham stated to Mr. Bayley the desire of the 

Committee that he should read over his evidence, and 
consider it as given on oath, if the Board should require . 
such oath, and in like manner the evidence now to be 
given. 

Certainly, I have myself always desired it. 

BY MR. COOPER. 

77. In reference to vol. ii. Did you select, transcribe, and 

translate the early specimens prefixed to the same ? 

I selected them, and had them transcribed; and 
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some of them, seven or eight which are in French, 
I either translated, or revised the translation made 
hy a clerk. 

78. Did you pay anything for such translation? 

Certainly. 

79. What did you pay for it? 

I really forget : it was sometimes by time, and some- 
times by words. Some were translated which were 
never used. 

[The charge made is £5. 3s. 9 J. p. 25 of 
No. 331, of Sessional Papers— 1830.] 

80. Be so good as to look at p. 55 — 64 of Lysons' 8vo. volume, 

and then at p. xxviii. xxix. of the ^rst volume of the 
Chancery Proceedings ; and state what is the reason of 
the small letters being frequently used in the folio, in lieu 
of the capitals used in the 8vo.? 

In some instances it is very possible that the small 
letters may be used in the original Record ; but I 
cannot speak to it. Mr. Caley made a point of 
striking out capitals, except in the case of proper 
names. Capitals still occur, indeed, in the title of 
King, Lord, &c. Generally in the original I should 
think that the small letter would be used. The 
document, to which my attention is now called, is of 
the date of Henry VI. 

81. Are you in possession of copies of your accounts for the 

Chancery Proceedings? 
I am. 
, 82. Are you aware whether there is any difference in the charge 
for transcribing or for abstracting in the early part of the 
Calendars as printed in vol. i. contrasted with similar 
charges in the latter stages of the work? 

First, 4id. a folio; afterwards 6d, a folio, for tran- 
scribing. 
83. When did that variation of charge first occur ? 

I cannot charge my memory whether it were in the 
^rst volume or not : I rather think it was in the^r^^ 
volume. 



Digitized by 



Google 



42 APPENDIX, PART U 

84. What was the reason of the charge being raised? 

The handwriting was a very difficult one; and I 
understood that a Law Stationer would not have 
done it under 6d, a folio. I stated this to Mr. 
Caley, and he made no objection to the increase. 

S5. Did you transcribe the Calendars for vol. i. yourself, or did 
you employ any one to do it for you? 

As far as I can trust my memory, I employed some 
one to do the whole for me ; but I cannot be quite 
sure at such a distance of time. It is now ten years 
ago. 

86. Do you recollect any one whom you employed for this 

purpose? 

I think a nephew of the late Mr. Hicken, of the 
same name, transcribed a very large portion of it. 

87. Who made the fair copy? 

Where a fair copy was necessary, he, I think, made 
it : very frequently I think I made it myself, where 
there were only two or three pages together. 

88. How much did you pay per folio to the persons whom you 

employed? 

I really cannot tell ; but 1 think I paid Mr. Hicken 
4d. a folio. The transcription was done through 
the medium of Mr. Hicken himself; his nephew, 
who was employed in it, being his clerk. I settled 
with the unde ; and, to the best of my recollection, 
I paid him what I received. 

89. Is Mr. Hicken, the uncle, dead? 

He has been dead many years. 

90. Is the nephew dead? 

I really do not know : I have not seen him for many 
years. 

91. Is there any variation in the rate of charge between the 

first and the latter part of vol. ii. — the charge for the 

Calendars ? 

To the best of my recollection there is no variation 
in the rate of charge for any portion of the Calen- 
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dars which is printed in that second volume. I 
bhould, at the same time, state that this volume was 
intended to have contained and finished the whole. 
After I obtained Mr. Caley's consent to print the 
Introductory matter, it was agreed to divide the 
work into three volumes, as the second would have 
been too heavy: and therefore a good deal of the 
matter prepared for, and paid for, as vol. ii. even-^ 
tually came into vol. iii. 
9£. What have you charged per folio for vol. ii. ? 
Sixpence, no doubt. 

93. Have you charged more than 6d. for transcribing in vol. ii.? 

Not more than 6d. per folio for transcribing. The 
charge throughout the whole work has for tran- 
scribing been 6d.; except, as I have already stated, 
for the beginning of vol. i., when it was 4(f. 

94. Have you any accounts of transcripts paid by you for vol. ii.? 

I do not think I have : I may, on looking over my 
accounts, find some. They were generally given on 
separate bits of paper. 

95. Have you any accounts of monies paid by you for fair 

copying? 

I do not think I have. 

96. You are aware that you have throughout made charges for 

fair copying? 

Yes. I have sometimes done it myself; sometimes 
it has been done in pieces by others. 

97. Can you produce no evidence that you have made, or caused 

to be made, fair copies ; supposing the fact were disputed? 
I really do not feel capable of answering decidedly 
whether I could or could not produce evidence. 



BY MR. HALLAM. 

98. Who are the clerks whom you employed to make such fair 
copies ? 

There was Mr. Walden, whom I employed. He 
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has been dead four or five years. He did the whole 
of the first volume. I paid him, not per folio, but 
so much per week. 

99. How long have the present persons employed by you been 

so employed? 

A young man of the name of Williams has been 
with me for the last four or Rve years; but he did 
not singly do the whole work of fair copying ; and 
he was not, indeed, always with me. He has been 
backwards and forwards. 

100. Are the Committee to understand that a fair copy was 
always made? 

Not always. 

101. Were the alterations so numerous as to make a fair copy 
often necessary? 

In some cases, but not often : I believe my charges 
are generally, not for fair copying singly, but for 
transcribing, correcting, and fair copying; it was 
not meant that the whole of the transcript was fair 
copied ; but often it saved expense in printing. 

102. What is the meaning of the word " arranging," in your 
charges ? 

Striking out, occasionally, superfluous heading, and 
paging the transcript, and so on. 



BY MR. COOPER. 

103. Did you do the Indexes to vol. i. yourself— the " Indices 
" Nominum et Locorum?" 

I do not recollect that I did the whole myself; part 
I recollect I did myself, not the whole of it, cer- 
tainly. I mean not the collecting of the whole Index, 
but the examining of it, word by word, I did myself; 
I mean the collating of it with the text. 

104. Whom did you employ for collecting that part of the Index 
which you did not collect yourself? 

Mr. Williams for part. 
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105. Who did the Indexes to vol. ii. ? 

Mr. Williams did the greater part; I did a portion, 
certainly, and another young man did a portion. 

106. What is the name of the other young man, to whom you 
refer? 

I really do not recollect ; but I can ascertain it. 

BY MR. HALLAM. 

107. What share did you take yourself in the formation of the 
Index? 

Whatever part I took in the coUection, every part 
of the Index I myself compared with the body of 
the work. I never trusted it to any one. 

BT MR. COOPER. 

108. Do you recollect what you paid for the compilation of that 
part of the Index to vol. ii. which you did not make 
yourself? 

I really do not recoUect. It was paid by small sums . 
at different times. 

109. Do you feel confident that you have made no increased 
charge in vol. ii. for work similar to that done in vol. i. — 
for example, there are charges in vol. i. for transcribing, 
abstracting, &c. say 1000 folios are charged at 6d.: has 
there been in respect to vol. ii. no increase in the charge 
for transcribing, abstracting, &c. the same number of 
folios? 

To the best of my recoUection there is no increase. 

BY MR. HALLAM. 

110. Look at the charge in p. 27, of No, 331, of House of Com- 
mons Papers, 1830, in which transcribing 2800 folios is 
charged for vol. ii. £75, lOs,; whereas at 6d. per folio the 
amount at that rate would be ^70. Can you explain this? 

I think that there must be some error in the figures. 
There is either a mistake in the number of folios, or 
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in the calculation of the rate. I do not think that 
I have got the original hill. 

111. What rate did you pay Mr. Williams per folio? 

I cannot at the moment say: sometimes he used to 
put different things together. He was frequently 
employed hy me in translating and transcribing. 
He was not paid by salary, but he made his charge ; 
and, if I had no reason to find fault with it, I paid it. 

112. Then there was no previous stipulation; but you paid 
what, on the work done, was charged by him, and what 
you thought reasonable, as a quantum meruit? 

Exactly so. I think that I paid Mr. Williams in 
general 2d. a folio. 

113. Did you not pay Mr. Hicken 4fd. a folio? 

Yes; but he was a clerk in the office; and there 
was an agreement that I should pay him what I 
received. 

BT MR. COOPER. 

114. When you received 6d. a folio, did you pay Mr. Hicken 
6d. also? 

If any thing were done while he remained in the 
office, I paid him 6d. a folio. 

116. Was Mr. Williams employed on that porti(m of the work 
mentioned in Sessional Papers No. 331, 1830. 

I think he did the transcribing part. 

BT MR. HALLAM.^ 

117. It is understood, that in vol. iii. as in the other volumes, a 
transcript was first made from the original : and upon it 
the corrections were made which were necessary ; and if 
they were num'erous, a fair copy was then made. Is 
that so? 

Certainly. 

BT MR. COOPBR. 

118. Can you find among your papers any of the transcript, or 
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any of the fair copy, which has been used for vol. i. or 
vol. ii.? 

I do not think that I have any. 

119. You have charged all throughout vol. i. and vol. ii. ac- 
cording to the number of folios? 

Exactly so ; according to the number of folios 
charged to me. I never counted the folios, to the 
best of my recollection. 

120. Would there be any difference between the number of folios 
charged and the number of folios printed — speaking of 
vol. i. and vol. ii.? 

The number of folios transcribed is greater than the 
number of folios printed ; much superfluous matter 
was taken out. 

121. How many words are there in a folio? 

Seventy-two. 

122. In reference to the answer last but one — what would be 
the difference between the number of folios transcribed 
and the number of folios printed ? 

I should think that the printed folios would be one- 
fourth less than the manuscript folios ; at any rate 
considerably less. 

123. Would the number of MS. folios correspond with the 
number in the MS. Calendar? 

Certainly, it should. 

124. Then you mean to say, that if 20,000 folios should be 
charged for in MS. there will be found 20,000 folios in 
the original Calendars? 

Certainly, unless I had been misled. 



BY MR. HALLAM. 

125. Did you never make any calculation as to the average 
number of folios to be found in any given number of the 
pages of the MS. Calendar? 

I do not recollect that I did* 

126. You have charged per folio, for the specimens of the early 
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petitions prefixed to vol. i. and vol. ii. How did you 

ascertain the number of folios ? 

I have charged there (it must be understood) not 
for the specimens actually printed ; but for all which 
I had collected and prepared for the work. 

127. Who gave you orders to make that collection? 

I never received any orders to make that collection. 
I made the collection, intending to print it myself as 
a separate work. 

128. By what authority did you make any charge for specimens 
and illustrations so collected and never used ? 

With regard to the first volume I was authorized by 
Mr. Caley to make selections and illustrations ; and 
generally the same for the second volume also. 

129. You have stated, that you have charged so much per folio 
for transcribing specimens which have not been used; can 
you produce any such transcripts for the use of the Com- 
mission ? 

I think that with regard to vol. i. I have not charged 
for so many transcripts as are printed. There are 
393 folios and 83 folios charged for,=476. In 

arldition there are < 97 > folios, making an aggre- 

(3473 
gate of 1078 folios. The pages printed in the first 
volume amount to cxlvii. there are oflen 12 folios 
in a printed page, this would give 1764 folios, 
whereas I have charged for no more than 1078.* 

130. Compare your last answer with the answer 126. 

I do not mean that " specimens*' are always to be 
taken as illustrations actually intended at any time to 
be printed, but as notes: some specimens, however, 



^ But Mr. Bayley, in his first account. No .1., though he has not charged per 
foliOi has charged en masse for this very work : vide the two first items, £45 
and £47. 5s. The item of 83 folios, to which he refers, is for tranj/atiofi, not 
transcription^—R* H, I, 
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I have transcribed which I havd not printed. I 
have printed more fohos than I have charged for. 
131. Can you produce any specimens transcribed by you, and 
charged by you to the Commissioners, for which you 
have been paid, and which have not been printed ? 

I have not charged for so many transcripts as I have 
printed; and, consequently, I cannot have charged 
for numbers more than I have printed. I now pro- 
duce specimens which I made many years ago, for 
which I have not charged. 



BY MR. BROUGHAM. 

132. On the 20th July you produced to the Committee certain 
MS. sheets of the Calendar vol. iii. beginning with the 
name, — Plaintiffs, Mark Wise, Stephen Wood, (sheets 
marked W. w. 11, and at the bottom of the first page 12,) 
and going down to W. w. 26^ name Westley, No. 6. Do 
you produce the same sheets now ? 
I do. 

BY MR. COOPER. 

138. Can you produce any earlier sheets? 

There are some earlier sheets. W. w. 8. temp. Eliz. 



BY SIR R. H. INGLIS. 

134. At what time were those sheets transcribed? 

1 should think more than two years ago. 

[Examined by the Committee. — ^Paper mark 
1830.] 

135. By whom were they transcribed; 

By Mr. Bayley, a young man of my own name; or 
by a Mr. Stephenson ; I forget which. 

136. When were they printed? 

Two years next September. They were printed I 
think in September, 1830. I printed at Michaelmas 
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230 pages* That MS. must have been done more 
than two years. It was printed, I now recollect, in 
October, 1830. 

137. In preparing the MS. of vol. iii. now produced,^ did you 
consult the Rolls here, or in the White Tower? 

I have had the bundles generally here ; but in re- 
ference to vol. i. and ii. I either went to the White 
Tower, or sent for the particular suits which I 
wanted. I seldom had any bundles brought here 
for those volumes. In respect to vol. iii. I have 
had the greater part of it here. 

138. Who has generally brought the Rolls here? 

The messenger of the office. 

139. Who has the keys? 

I have. 

1 40. Did you send him with the keys ? 

Yes. I have sometimes had them by a clerk ; but, 
comparatively, very seldom. With regard to vol. i. 
and ii. I have very seldom had any bundles brought 
down here. 

141. What is the name of the messenger? 

Luxmore. 

142. Have the kindness to produce the earliest MS. which is 
now in your possession of the Calendars of Chancery 
Proceedings? 

The greater part of it has been destroyed very soon 
after printing; but I produce a part. — " S. s. 21. 
32 Spelkes, William and wife, against Robert 
Lidiard," and ending " S. s. 23, 27 Thomas Smith 
against Thomas Smith." 

[Printed vol. iii. p. 94, there is no such suit ac- 
cording to the reference as S. s. 23, 27 Thomas 
Smith against Thomas Smith.— P. 102, S. s. 23, 
25 Thomas Smith, alias Bradburye, against 
Robert, son of Nicholas Braburye.] 

^ Proceedings in Chancery, vol. iii. 3 R. 245, W. w. 8. at the bottom 53* 
1. John Westland against Watson, going down- to W. w. 10. 62. Watson 
against Bagnoll. 
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143. In whose handwriting is that MS.? 

I think in the handwriting of Mr. Bayley. 

144. In whose handwriting are the corrections? 

All in my own handwriting. 

145. When was it printed ? 

' In 1829. 

146. Where did you find this MS.? 

I found it with some proof sheets : I was not aware 
that I had any. 

147. Can you produce any more MS. ? 

I produce, found in another place, a few sheets, from 
p. 77 to p. 82, (p. 56 of vol. iii.) " S. s. 13. 59 Sewall 
against Gwynne," ending " S. s. 14. 56 Eliz. Silvester 
against John Andrews." 

148. The Committee are to understand that the MS. now pro- 
duced is a transcript of the original Calendar corrected by 
you, upon examination with the original Records? 

It is. 

BY MR. COOPER. 

1 49. Can you point out any corrections made by you as made 
undoubtedly upon examination of the original Record; 
the dates not being included, which might have been sup- 
plied without unrolling the Document? 

The dates could not have been supplied without un- 
rolling the document : names of places could not be 
supplied without unrolling the document. I would 
have given the world for the proof sheets ; I have 
sought in vain for them ; but Mr. Caley sent them 
at once to the King's Printer ; and I have been in- 
formed by them, that they have all been destroyed. 
They never keep proofs beyond a year ; nor do they 
keep proofs at all unless^ there have been revises. 
In the case of the work in question there have been 
two or three revises. 

> (Where?) 
E 2 
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BY MR. BROUGHAM. 

150. Look at the MS. Calendar from No. 45, letter T. Robert 
Tower, to No. 47, letter V. p. 169—221, (the MS. ob- 
viously being on a different paper, and in a different 
handwriting,) how do you explain this circumstance? 

The original volume was defaced by my child in my 
own house, pulling down the cloth of the table on 
which the volume was placed, and throwing thereby 
a bottle of ink upon it ; all went down together. I 
had lefl the room. On discovering it, I had the 
original transcribed ; 25 pages were injured ; but I 
had the whole transcribed to the remainder of the 
volume. I collated every sheet, and marked it as 
examined with my initials. 

151. What became of the sheets of the Calendar so transcribed? 

They were sealed up by myself, and marked on the 
outside ; and were placed by me in the drawer of 
the table round which the Committee are now sitting. 
That packet, with many other papers, is now miss- 
ing: among others, there was the letter, a letter 
which was written by Mr. Lysons to the Society of 
Antiquaries, on the subject of the early Chancery 
Proceedings. 

152. Have you any reason to believe that these sheets of the 
Calendar were ever sent to the printers? 

Never, certainly. Certainly not. 

15S. Do you refer to the letter printed by Mr. Cooper in his 
work on the Public Records ? 

I do. That letter had been in my possession ever 
since the death of Mr. Lysons, or indeed, before it. 
On his death, his brother gave me every MS. con- 
nected with the work. 

154. Was that an original letter of the late Mr. Lysons, or was 
it a copy? 

It was an original letter. 
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155. The letter having been addressed to the Society of Anti- 
quaries^ was not the original deposited with the Society? 

Mr. Lysons was director : as such he took the letter 
to the Society; and, as director, brought it back. 
I have transcribed, I may say, hundreds of papers 
for him. 

156. Did you ever give a copy of that letter to any one? 

Never. 

157. Was the drawer from which it was taken usually locked? 

No, it was not. 

158. Did you ever live in the Tower with your family? 

Never. The accident to which I refer happened in 
my own house. 

159. Are the drawers, to which you refer, belonging to the office 

generally, or to yourself, as connected with the office? 
To myself, as connected with the office. 

160. No person having authority to use any of those drawers? 

Certainly not. 
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df!ft§ Sag.— August 7th, 1832. 

AT A MEETING OF THE COMMITTEE APPOINTED TO INaUIRE INTO 
CERTAIN CHARGES AGAINST MR. BAYLEY, IN REFERENCE TO THE 
PUBLICATION OF THE CALENDARS OF THE CHANCERY PROCEED- 
INGS. ^HELD BY ADJOURNMENT AT THE EARL MARSHAL*S ROOM, 

IN THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 

Present— WILLIAM BROUGHAM, Esq. 
HENRY HALLAM, Esq. 
SIR ROBERT HARRY INGLIS, Bart. 

C. P. COOPER, Esq. 

Secretary. 



EXAMINATION OF MR. BAYLEY— continued. 

161. Did you employ a son of Thompson one of the warders 

to copy for you? 
I did. 

162. Did he ever have any of the office Calendars to copy for 
you in his father's house ? 

Yes. I lived in his father's house; and, when I 
had not accommodation for him within my office, I 
let him take them to his father's house. This was 
not lately : not since the beginning of the year. 

163. How came the Calendars to leave the office at all? Have 
you not stated [Ans. 17.] that they were never out of your 
possession, or at least out of the office ? 

I consider that when the Calendars were not in my 
possession, they were in the possession of a clerk of 
mine, and therefore in my custody. The father was 
a most respectable man, and I knew that he would 
lock up the book when the lad had done with it. 
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164. State again what was the history of the Chancery Peti- 
tions, some of which were printed hy Mr. Lysons ? 

Nothing, I believe, was known of them till, I think, 
the year 1811. 

165. Do you know who first discovered them? 

Yes, I do. It was I myself. Mr. Lemon, who had 
been forty or fifty years in the Tower, often told me 
that he did not know of their existence. 

166. How came they to be discovered? 

We were about to receive in the Tower a vast num- 
ber of Documents from the Admiralty and Exami- 
ner's Office, and were making preparations to receive 
them. 

167. Were they boarded up, or in closets? 

No, they were in presses in the Gallery of the Cha- 
pel ; on shelves, very deep, the front part of which 
was filled with other bundles. 

168. What is the total number of bundles? 

About 70 or 80, from that number to 100. 

169. Did Mr. Lysons give you directions what to do with them? 

No. I had general instructions to see all things put 
properly into order. The bundles had none of them 
been opened till I opened them ; none bore a label 
of an earlier date than Henry VI. I discovered 
that many were of much earlier date. I was at that 
time reading for the Bar, in the Temple. 

170. When were the selections made by you, to which, in your 
former evidence, you have referred ? 

I think in 1812. 

171. Did Mr. Lysons ever make any search among these bun- 

dles? 

No, I think not. I have not the least recollection 
of his ever having done so. 

172. Was it those selections to which you refer, which Mr. 
Lysons sifted? [Ans. 53.] 

I first made a few selections, and submitted them to 
Mr. Lysons ; and afterwards selected many more. 
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In Other words, I collected aiid he selected, I col- 
lected several hundred specimens, out of several 
thousands, seven or eight thousand. 

173. Were many of your collections made from bundles in Law 
French, Norman French ? 

Yes. 

174. Did you translate them, or transcribe them? 

In the first instance I only transcribed them; they 
were afterwards translated. 

175. Who translated them? 

I translated many. 

176. Who translated the rest? 

Mr. Lysons. I think that he did not translate more 
than ten or twelve. 

177. When were they made? 

I was going on with them occasionally from 1812 to 
the period of Mr. Lysons* death. I do not think 
that a week passed without my doing something. 
I think that very few were translated before 1816. 

178. Do you think Mr. Cossart translated any? 

I think not. I recoUect his translating some old 
letters which Mr. Lysons had collected. 

179. Was Mr. Cossart capable of translating them? 

I should think that he was. 

1 80. Had Mr. Hoole anything to do with the work ? 

I think not. 

181. Had Mr. lUingworth anything to do with the work? 

I think not. He was at the time deputy-keeper, 
and used to come to the Tower ; but I am quite 
sure, I feel quite confident, that he had nothing to 
do with the work. 

182. With reference to the accident which you stated to have 
occurred to the MS. volume of the Calendar, can you state 
whether that volume was at that time going through the 
press? 

I think it was about a year and a half ago, 'about 
February or March in last year. The volume was 
at that tiire going through the press. 
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183. You have never charged for the transcript made by you to 
supply the part injured by the accident? 

No, Sir, certainly not. 

184. Do you remember when the letter W. began to be printed? 

I think in April, 1831, the very beginning of April, 
if it were not in March ; at least eight or ten sheets 
of W. were printed before the suspension. 

185. When did the suspension of the printing take place? 

I think the latter end of April, 1831. There were 
two or three sheets then in the press, which were 
not finally worked off till the 6th or 7th of May. 

186. In what state was the transcript at that time? 

I think somewhat in advance of the press. I think 
that there may have been MS. for two or three 
sheets. 

187. At what page did the printing leave off? 

I think about p. 248. 

188. When the accident happened did you tear out the sheets? 

No, I did not. It was some time afterwards. 

189. Did you tearout the sheets at your own house? 

Yes ; at my own house. 

190. Was it in the presence of any one ? 

I think not. I cannot charge my memory whether 
any one were or were not present. 

191. Did you ever at any time in the Tower, or at any office 

connected with it, tear out of any volume, printed or ma- 
nuscript, any sheet or sheets, for the purpose of sending 
the same to the press ? 

Written vplumes, I have ; and a printed work of my 

own, repeatedly. 

1 92. What were the written volumes which you tore out ? 

There was a volume of the Calendar of the Inquisi- 
tions which was prepared for the press. This I tore 
out regularly. It had been bound by me. 

193. Had the volume in question been transcribed by yourself? 
That is, was it in your own handwriting? 

Corrected and filled up by me ; but not in my own 
handwriting. 
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194. At what time did this take place, in regard to the volume 
in question ? 

For three or four years before 1830, 1 had occasion 
to tear up the volume regularly. 

195. Was the volume so transcribed for the purpose of being 

printed ? 
Yes. 

196. For what purpose then was it bound? 

For convenience in keeping the MS. together, and 
for my use in enlarging it 

1 97. Has any person seen you tear the volume in question ? 

Yes, many, I should think, I have no doubt that 
the printer's boy may have seen me do it. 1 have 
done it in his presence, and packed it up, and sent 
it by him. 

198. The last instance of this took place at what time ? 

I should think about 1830. 

199. Did you ever do the same thing in reference to the volume 
of the Calendar of Chancery Proceedings ? 

Yes, certainly, within the last year. I had the tran- 
scripts done up for the same purpose of the conve- 
nience of my enlarging them. I had them done up 
sometimes in boards, sometimes in Basil; at one 
time I had two volumes of it so done up. On re- 
collection, I do not think, that, in the very last year, 
I ever did this. I had not the transcript in suffi- 
cient forwardness. 

200. Do you recollect who bound the volumes ? 

I do not recollect. I dare say I can ascertain the 
fact. 

201. You stated, at the last meeting, that when the Calendar 
had been transcribed you entered the dates in the margin : 
were there no dates on the Calendar when originally 
transcribed ? 

I will not say that there were no dates at the time 
of transcription. There may have been some few 
dates in the Calendar as transcribed : in the Calen- 
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dar, as originally framed, I think that there was no 
date. 

202. Are there any dates in the Calendars which form the two 
first volumes of your work ? 

No original dates : if there be any, they must have 
come in casually. 

203. All the dates which now appear were put in after the 

formation of the original Calendar ? 
I should consider so. 

204. They were then all put in either by yourself, or by some 
one who might casually have entered them? 

Yes. 

205. Does this apply to voI.i. and ii. or to vol. iii. only? 

To vol. iii. In consequence of an observation in a 
Review, I put in the dates afler that. I had not 
previously attended to the question. 
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^ixH^ 9as. — August 8th, 183^. 

AT A MEETING OF THE COMMITTEE APPOINTED TO INQUIRE INTO 
CERTAIN CHARGES AGAINST MR. BAYLET IN REFERENCE TO THE 
PUBLICATION OF THE CALENDARS OF THE CHANCERY PROCEED- 
INGS. HELD BY ADJOURNMENT AT THE EARL MARSHAL'S ROOM 

IN THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 

Praen*.-.WILLIAM BROUGHAM, Esq. 
HENRY HALLAM, Esq. 
Sir ROBERT HARRY INGLIS, Bart. 

C. P. COOPER, Esq. 

Secietaiy. 



EXAMINATION OF BENJAMIN LUXMORE. 

206. What is your name? 

Benjamin Luxmore. 

207. What situation do you hold in the Tower? 

Messenger in the Record Office. 

208. Are you acquainted with the early Chancery Bills and Pro- 
ceedings in the White Tower ? 

I am. 

209. Were you ever appointed to sort them ? 

I was in the year 1811 or 1812. 

210. Explain in what way. 

They were in an archway in a room adjoining the 
Chapel. Mr. Lysons directed me to take them out, 
brush them, and flatten them. Weights were put on 
them, and some were selected to be put into port- 
folios — those which had the name of any Chancellor 
upon them. This was done by Mr. Thompson, a 
gentleman then belonging to the office, and a young 
lad. 
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«11. Did Mr. Bayley assist you in the matter? 
No. 

212. Did you ever see him upon those occasions ? 

No. 

213. Who read the names of the Chancellors? 

Mr. Thompson, and sometimes Mr. Lysons. I 
could not read them. 

214. Did Mr. Lysons ever read any of these Proceedings? 

Yes, very oflen ; it would take a great time to go 
through such a mass. There were other things of 
more consequence than the Chancery Proceedings — 
the Letters which he found. I have often heard 
him speak of them. 

215. Do you know the Bundles of Chancery Proceedings of the 
time of Elizabeth? 

I do. 

216. Have you ever brought them down to Mr. Bayley? 

This year I have. 

[Warning given to him that the evidence might 
be taken on oath.] 

217. After this warning, are you certain that you never took 
down any Bundle before this year? 

I am. I made a memorandum of the fact for my 
own use. There is no doubt that Mr. Bayley had 
them down from the beginning of W. (W. 1.) I 
began to keep the account from W. 11. 

218. When you say that there is no doubt that Mr. Bayley had 
them down, do you mean to say that he had them down 
by your means ? 

I do. I brought them down from the Chapel in the 
White Tower to the Record Office. 

219. Do you think that you brought the Bundles from W. 1 to 
W. 11, in the present year, or do you think that you 
brought them down in the first half of the last year ? 

I cannot say. 

220. Are you sure that you never brought down to Mr. Bayley 
any Bundles of S. T. ? 

I am sure I never did. 
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221. Did you bring any down to Mr. Bayley between January 

and April in last year ? 

I cannot say: Mr. Bayley will recollect. 

222, Was there any interval between your bringing down some 
Bundles and your bringing down tbe Bundles entered in 
your memorandum ? 

It mi|^ be six months : I cannot say. 
22S. How long did they remain with Mr. Bayley ? 

Sometimes one day — sometimes two or three days. 

224. Are the Bundles S. T. V. more dirty than the Bundles 

A. B.C.? 

They are, from appearance. 

225. Are not these Bundles taken down for a search ? 

They are. 

226. If searches had been required in Bundles S. T. V., would 
they not have been dusted ? 

They would. I myself should have taken them out 
and dusted and beat them, and taken out the cause 
which was required. 

227. Is it your business to take them down in case of searches ? 

It is. 

228. Are searches frequently made ? 

I cannot say. 

229. How often in a week? 

It may happen that weeks and weeks pass without 
a search ; and again I may go up two or three times 
a day. 

BY MR. COOPER. 

230. You have been in the navy : have you a peculiar mode of 
tying a knot ? 

I have : a sailor's knot. 

231 . I showed you, in Mr. Petrie*s presence, a great number of 
Bundles, S. s. T. t. V. v., were they tied by yourself? 

They were. 

232. When had you tied up those Bundles? 

They had been tied up many years. I say this. 
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because in untying them, and again tying them, it is 
next to impossible that I should get the creases 
exactly as they were. 

233. Upon what occasion did you originally tie them up ? 

By orders of Mr. Lysons, to prevent their being 
further covered with dust. 

234. You produced to the Committee the other day a Bundle, 
S. s.) had it your peculiar knot ? 

I cannot exactly say. I did not at that minute take 
particular notice. 

235. Was it covered with dust ? 

It was dusty. 

236. As much as the Bundles which were mspected to-day ? 

Equally so. 

237. Then you think it impossible that the Bundles in question 
should ever have been opened before, since diey were ori- 
ginally tied up ? 

I think if they were they would have spoke for 
themselves. 



BY MR. HALL AM. 

£38. What Bundles did you examine to-day ? 

In letter S. and from letter S. to V. 
239. Then do you mean that no searches had been made in any 
of these ? 

In none of those to my knowledge. 



BY MR. COOPER. 

240. We examined to-day several of the Bundles in S. s. T. t. 
V. V. ; we pulled some out of the pigeon holes, and pointed 
at others : had none of those Bundles ever been untied? 
I did not examine them for that express purpose : I 
do not mean that none had been examined ; I may 
have examined some myself, and put back the causes. 
Each Bundle will very soon prove it. 
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241. When I asked you the other day [post, p. 126.] whether 
the whole of the Bundles S. s. T. t. V. v. were dusty, did 
you mean that none of them were less dusty than others ? 
There might be a Bundle here and there. 



BY MR. BROUGHAM. 

242. How did you come to make a memorandum in January of 
the Bundles brought to Mr. Bayley ? 
I was in the habit of bringing Bundles to Mr. Bay- 
ley, and lest he should direct me to bring down one 
which I had brought down before, I made the 
memorandum, that, in that case, I might show him 
my little bit of paper ; that is, that I might refer 
him to my paper which was in the White Tower, 
for my own satisfaction. 

24d. It would also be a protection to you, in case of a Bundle 
being misplaced ? 

Yes, I should dien know. 

244. Did any body suggest to you to make the memorandum ? 

No, sir. 

BT StR R. H. INGLIS. 

245. What do you mean by saying, that, being in the habit of 
bringing down Bundles to Mr. Bayley, you in consequence 
began to make in January last a memorandum of the 
Bundles, which, at that time, you brought down to him ? 

I mean the Bundle from W. 1 to W. 11. 



BY MR. BAYLEY. 

246. You recollect that, for some years after your coming to the 
office, I was employed in the arrangements in the White 
Tower? 

Mr. Bayley was in there at the time when those 
things came in from the Admiralty and the Town 
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Depositions : Mr. Hicken was also there, and I was 
there. 

247. Who had the arrangement of the GaDery and the Large 
Room? 

Mr. Lysons. 

248. Who directed it? 

Mr. Lysons, from time to time. 

249. Was not I superintending and directing the arrangement 
with you ? 

Mr. Bayley might be there occasionally. We had 
soldiers to help us. 

250. I presume that you did not know where to place the things 
without some one to direct you ? 

Mr. Lysons pointed out where they were to go ; and 
I had men to assist me. 

251. Do you recollect when this was done? 

I think that the things came in in the year 1811. 

252. Was not this generally done in Summer ? 

It might be. 
25S. Was not Mr. Lysons generally absent in Summer? 

He was absent a few days, and returned. He might 
have been absent weeks from town, and then re- 
turned. 

254. Do you not know that Mr. Lysons was absent from town 

in Cornwall one Summer, Cheshire another, Devonshire 
another, to make his Collections ; and in other counties 
also? 

Yes, sir ; but it strikes me very forcibly that all this 
arrangement was done before Mr. Lysons went out 
of town in this way. 

255. Did it not take two or three years to make these arrange- 
ments? 

No, sir. 



BY MR. BROUGHAM; 

^56. What time did it take ? 
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I cannot speak exactly as to the time ; but it was 
many months. 
257. Was it part of 1811 and part of 1812? 
I think it was. 



BY MR. BAYLEY. 

258. Do you recollect Mr. Hicken and myself in the Long 
Room sorting the Proceedings, while you flatted them? 

I do not recollect your having any thing to do with 
them : I cannot charge my memory with it. 

259. When you were alluding to the early Chancery Proceed- 
ings, did you refer to the miscellaneous articles which 
were flatted. 

I did. 

260. With regard to the Chancery Proceedings of the time of 
Elizabeth, when did you tie them up ? 

It was, I think, the very first job which I did when I 
came to the place. 

261. When did you come to the place ? 

In 1810. 

262. Do you recollect where they were before they were placed 
in their present position ? 

I found them in the Chapel for me to tie up. I 
took the work out of Mr. Hicken's hands. 

263. You sweep the gallery frequently : of course it is dusty : 
supposing that Bundles were taken out and put by two 
years ago, would they not be dusty now ? 

Of course they would; but it would be seen whether 
they had been opened by the creases, as I mentioned 
before. 

264. Have you not had a great number of the Bundles out of 
the time of Elizabeth ? 

I have : in Mr. Turner's search. 

265. Do you think that you have had fifly ? 

Not so many as fifly ; but ^ a great many. Many 
came from the Chapel ; and the most were in the 
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reign of Charles I. Every Bundle is entered in the 

Office Book. 
266. Do you know what Bundles you took down for Mr. Hoole 
and Mr. Cossart ? 

The time of Elizabeth, James and Charles : the book 

will speak for itself. 
^67. Where did you leave off for Mr. Hoole ? 

I have no recollection. 

268. Have I been frequently in the habit of sending you to the 
White Tower for documents ? 

You have : and I put them away. 

269. Can you charge your memory whether you brought down 
any Bundles for me two years ago ? 

No : I cannot. 

270. Can you state that you did not? 

No : I cannot. 

271. You have brought down all that I told you to bring down? 

Certainly. 

272. You have said that you did not bring down letter V., is 
that so ? 

Yes. I never did bring down letter V. The dust 
will show it. 

273. If you had got the letter V. out twelve months or a year 

and a half ago, would not the dust have got on them just 

as much as before ? 

The dust would have got on them, but the Bundles 
would have shown, by the tying and the creases, 
whether they had been undone. I think I could 
swear that they had not been undone since the time 
when I first tied them. Occasionally I have put on 
a new cover of cartridge paper, when the paper was 
torn. 

274. In the usual course of the business of the office, would 

there not be a great number of the Bundles taken out in 
the course of twenty years ? 
Certainly, if wanted. 
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275. Some of tbem would come in letter S. ? - 

T doubt it. The book in the lower room in the 
office would show it. 

276. You cannot charge your memory with what Bundles, or 
any Bundles, you brought down for me two years ago? 

I cannot. 

277. But you brought down whatever I ordered ? 

Yes. 



BY MR. COOPER. 

27 S, Do you adhere to your original statement, that those 
Bundles, being certain, of S. s. to V. v., which I pointed 
out to you this morning in the presence of Mr. Petrie, had 
not been opened since they were first tied up by you ? 
I do. 



BY MR. BAYLEY. 

279, Could I go and take out any Bundles which I pleased ? 

Yes, certainly ; you had the keys of the Tower 
yourself. 

280. When did you set about the miscellaneous Chancery Pro- 
ceedings ? 

I think in 1811. 

B. LUXMORE. 



EXAMINATION OF MR. ROBERTS. 

281. What is your name ? 

Charles Roberts. 

282. Are you a clerk in the Record Office in the Tower ? 

I am: since 1820. 

283. Are you acquainted with the original Proceedings in the 

time of Elizabeth ? 
I am, perfectly. 
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284. Have you ever seen any of those Bundles brought down 
from the White Tower into the Record Office ? 

Yes. 

285. Wheii did you first see them ? 

The beginning of the present year. 

286. In what part of the Office? 

In the passage ; and sometimes in my room, 

287. Did you ever see them in the octagon room ? 

I have seen them lying there. 

288. In the course of the present year only ? 

In the course of the present year only. 

289. Have you reason to think that these Bundles could not 
have been in the office prior to the present year, without 
your seeing them ? 

They may have been ; but not regularly. A 
Bundle might occasionally have been. 

290. Do you think it impossible for Mr. Bayley to have exa- 
mined any considerable number, say the Bundles con- 
tained in any two or three letters, without your seeing it? 

I think it impossible. 

291. Have you ever missed from the office any volume of the 

MS. Calendar? 

I have ascertained that one was absent from the office. 

292. At what time was it ? 

I cannot say : I should say more than a year and. a 
half ago. 

293. How did you ascertain the fact ? 

On wanting a volume, I applied to Mr. Bayley for 
it, and he told me that it was gone to be printed. 
[Warning given.] 

294. Are you perfectly confident of the particular expressions ? 

I am positive that this was the substance. 

295. What did you understand Mr. Bayley to mean when he 
said that the volume was gone to be printed ? 

I understood that it was gone to be printed in the 
same way that the other volumes were. 

296. Are you conversant with the business of printing? 

I am not. 
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297. You understood him to mean that the bound volume of 
the MS. Calendar, such as we now see one on the table, 
was gone to be printed ? 
I do. 
£98. Have you ever examined the dates in the MS. volume 
containing S. s. ? 
I have. 
299. Look at S. s. 13, No. 60, Solomon Swale, 1641, temp. 
Car. I. Do you know whose handwriting that is ? 

The same handwriting as the book. I believe Mr. 
Cossart*s. 
900. You observe that the date is in a different, that is, a darker 
coloured ink than the rest of the volume. Could the date 
have been written at the same time ? 

I think it could : an addition of ink having been put 
on it since to make it of a deeper colour. 

801. Were you well acquainted with Mr. Cossart's handwriting? 

I am. 

802. Is all this volume in the handwriting of Mr. Cossart ? 

I have always understood it to be in his handwriting. 
I do not of course include the latter pages. 

803. You never saw him write ? 

Yes, frequently. He wrote in the same office with 

me. 
304. You have observed that several of the dates are upon 

erasures ? 

I have. 
805. Are any of those which are upon erasures in the hand- 
writing of Mr. Cossart ? 

S. s. 1 3, No. 3, A"* 3 Eliz. is upon an erasure, and 

is not, I think, in Mr. Cossart*s handwriting. I 

think the A® (throughout where they occur) have 

been put in since the date. 

306. By whom is May, 159J, S. s. 12, No. 54, written? 

I cannot say. 

307. Are you acquainted with the handwriting of Mr. Bayley ? 

I am : I have frequently seen him write. 
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308. Is the letter X. now produced in his handwriting ? 

It is. 
;309. Have you examined the volume now before us ? 

I have examined the volume from the beginning to 

S. B. 22. 

310. Is the handwriting prefixed to the date S. s. 13, No. 60, 

thatof Mr. Bayley? 
It is not. 

311. Have you reason to remember having seen dates in this 
volume ? 

Ever since I remember the volume itself. 

312. Have you observed that any of the dates are patched or 
painted? 

I have. 

313. What is your reason for this conclusion? 

From their appearing through the paper more fre- 
quently than the rest of the writing, and from the 
opposite page being marked. 

314. Can you point out any date under such circumstances? 

S. s. 1, No. 23 and No. 44. 

315. From this circumstance do you infer that the date, which 
was so marked on the opposite page, was written after the 
original writing, and after the binding of the volume ? 

Yes; it was either written since, or newly inked 
since. 



BY SIR R. H. INGLIS. 

316. If written since, it would not have been written by Mr. 
Cossart ? 

Certainly not. 



BY MR. COOPER. 
317. Have you observed any figures, not written on erasures, 
which you believe to be in the handwriting of Mr. Bayley? 
I have not. 
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BY MR. BAYLEY. 

318. Might there not have been a mistake in your saying that 
the Office Calendar was gone to be printed, instead of 
going to be copied, or something to that effect ? 

Nothing, I believe, was said about copying. I 
understood the volume to have been sent out of the 
office by Mr. Bayley for the purposes of his publi- 
cation. 

BY MR. COOPER. 

319. When you stated that the volume was gone to be printed, 
did you mean that the volume was gone to the King's 
Printers. 

I did not. 

[The Committee having requested Mr. Bayley 
to write certain figures on a separate slip of 
paper for the purpose of comparing them with 
the figures alleged by him to have been written 
by him on the margin of the Office Calendars, 
and alleged by Mr. Roberts to be in the hand- 
writing of Mr. Cossart ; the Committee com- 
pared the same.] 
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i^ebmt^ Sap. — August 9th, 1832. 

AT A MEETING OT THE COMMITTEE APPOINTED TO INQUIRE INTO 
CERTAIN CHARGES AGAINST MR. BAYLEY IN REFERENCE TO THE 
PUBLICATION OF THE CALENDARS OF THE CHANCERY PROCEED- 
INGS. HELD BY ADJOURNMENT AT THE ROLLS HOUSE CHANCERY 

LANE. 

Present— WILLIAM BROUGHAM, Esq. 
HENRY HALLAM, Esq. 
Sir ROBERT HARRY INGLIS, Bart. 
C. P. COOPER, Esq. 

Secretary. 



EXAMINATION OF MR. WILLIAMS, 

320. Were you ever employed by Mr. Bayley to assist him in 
any work edited by him for the Record Board ? 

I was ; in transcribing the Chancery Calendars ; and 
afterwards on the Foedera. 

321. What part of the Calendars did you transcribe? 

In my answer on my first examination to Mr. 
Cooper, I stated that it was the second volume :— on 
looking at my accounts, I find it to have been the 
third. I transcribed the introductory matter to vol. ii. 

322. When was this done? 

In the Summer of 1829. 

323. Does this answer mean that you have done nothing since 

1829? 

I have made some copies for the Foedera, and some 
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copies of the original Petitions in Chancery ; but no 
part of the Calendar ; and some private business for 
Mr. Bayley. 

324. How much did Mr. Bayley pay you per folio for the work 
which you performed for him ? 

I charged him 6d. per folio for the original Proceed- 
ings; 6d. for translating; (making U. for the Nor- 
man French Proceedings;) and for Writs annexed 
to the Proceedings, which were in Latin, 6d, per 
folio. For the Proceedings in English id. per folio. 

325. Are you speaking now of the transcription of the OfiBce 

Calendar? 

No: I charged Mr. Bayley Hd. per folio. 

326. What was the last letter which you transcribed ? 

The whole of S. and part of T. I speak from recol- 
lection only. 

327. Do you know whether Mr. Bayley made corrections in the 
transcript before it went to the printer ? 

In some cases Mr. Bayley might have done so. 

328. Your answer implies neither knowledge nor ignorance. 
What do you mean by it ? 

Mr. Bayley had opportunities of making corrections : 
he sometimes sent my transcripts without making 
corrections. 

329. Did you ever see the proof sheets ? 

I have seen them in Mr. Bayley 's possession, when 
I was sitting near him. 

330. Did Mr. Bayley make corrections in the proof sheets ? 

Certainly, Mr. Bayley made corrections. 

331. Did Mr. Bayley use the Office Calendar in correcting the 

proof sheets, or merely the transcripts ? 
The Office Calendar. 

332. Do you know whether any of the original Proceedings 
were brought down from the White Tower for Mr. Bay- 
ley's use? 

Not, I think, before the letter V. or W. 
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BY MR. COOPER. 

333. How have you any knowledge o£ the subject ? 

From sitting constantly in Mr. Bayley's room. I 
must have seen bundles of that size if they had been 
there. 

334. What are the regular office hours of the Tower ? 

From 10 to 3. 

335. Were you ever there out of office hours ? 

I have been there tiU 7 in the evening. 

336. Has Mr. Bayley ever corrected a proof sheet in your 
presence ? 

Yes, sir. 

337. By what has he corrected it ? 

In so^e instances by the Office Calendar, in others, 
I should think, merely by his own judgment. 

338. At what time do you suppose that the interlineations 
appearing in the transcripts were made ? 

It is impossible for me to say. 

339. Do you know of any instance in which the original Calen- 
dar, or any part of it, was sent to the King's Printer ? 

Yes : in the Spring of 1831. I stated, in an exami- 
nation before Mr. Cooper, that I was uncertain at 
what period it was ; but I have since ascertained, 
by different circumstances, that it must have been at 
that period. 

340. What happened then ? 

The circumstance of my having waited on Mr. Bay- 
ley at the Tower upon business unconnected with 
the present Inquiry, and his having requested me to 
copy part of the MS. Calendar, (letter S.) for the 
following morning for the printer, which I refused 
to do, having other business at the time, and Mr. 
Bayley tore the leaves out of the MS., and sent their 
to the printer in my presence. 

341. What was the quantity which he tore out ? 

I should think from 18 to 24 leaves; it is impossible 
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to say from the thinness of the paper ; it was at the 
end of the volume. 

342. Did he send them to the printer in your presence ? 

I think he did : I think he gave them to the prin- 
ter's boy. I cannot tax my memory. 

343. Can you specify the month ? 

I think it must have been in March or April. 

344. Were you acquainted with that volume of the MS. Calen- 
dar before ? 

I was. 

345. Are you aware whether that volume was smeared with ink ? 

I am not. 

346. Did you ever observe it? 

Never. 

347. Are you aware whether a larger part of that volume had 
been removed, and replaced by a transcript ? 

I have seen the MS. since, and the latter part is in 
a very different handwriting to what the original 
was when in my possession. 

348. When do you consider your possession of the MS. to have 
ceased ? 

On the 24th Dec. 1829. 

[5S leaves, on examination, replaced.] 

349. Is the part replaced more or less close than the original ? 

It is, I think, closer. 

350. Did Mr. Bayley make any remark as to the reason of his 
tearing out the MS. in question ? 

None, sir. Mr. Bayley has since spoken to me on 
the subject, whether I had stated such to be the 
case ; to which I replied that I had. Mr. Bayley 
has told me that I was quite wrong ; it being part of 
a MS. belonging to the late Mr. Lysons. 

351. Are you confident that the volume of the MS. which Mr. 
Bayley desired you to copy, and which you have described 
as S. — v., and which is now produced to you, is the 
volume from which you state that Mr. Bayley, in your 
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presence, tore out from 18 to 24 leaves at the end of the 
book? 

1 am quite confident. 

352. Did you assist Mr. Bayley in the early Petitions prefixed 
to vol. ii. ? 

I did. 

353. In what way ? 

I went to the White Tower with the Messenger by 
Mr. Bayley*s directions, and brought from thence 
several bundles of the early Petitions from the reign 
of Richard II. downwards, which, having opened 
I selected (by Mr. Bayley's directions, and in the 
presence occasionally both of Mr. Roberts and of 
Mr. Hardy) such Petitions as I thought likely to 
suit the purpose, which having given to Mr. Bayley, 
and he having inspected them, he gave me such of 
them as he wished copied. 

354. Who made the copies of the Petitions for the printer ? 

I did. Mr. Grimaldi made copies of several ; but 
he not understanding the contractions, those copies 
were not fit for the press. 

355. Was any fair copy made ? 

None after those which I made. 



BY SIR R. H. INGLIS. 

^5&, How do you know this ? 

From my having seen Mr. Bayley fold up my copies 
and send them to the printer by me ; and also from 
my having assisted Mr. Bayley in arranging them 
under the different chancellors. 

357. Was any fair copy of the Calendar made for the printer? 

None. 

358. How do you know this ? 

From my having seen Mr. Bayley fold up sections 
of the transcripts which I had made, and sending 
them by me under cover to Mr. Macdonald at the 
printer's. 
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359. What do you mean by sections ? 

Six sheets, one within the other, stitched up ; there 
might occasionally be four or five, but there were 
generally six. 

360. Have you any reason to know, or do you suppose, that 
none of those sections contained alterations in the writing 
ofMr. Bayley? 

Some of them might; but the greater part, I am 
certain, did not. 

361. In what way do you feel certain that the greater part did 
not contain corrections in Mr. Bayley's handwriting ? 

Mr. Bayley, having received my transcript, put it 
into his drawer ; from whence I have seen him take 
different sections out to send to the printer's. The 
sheets have been sent from the printer, and collated 
by Mr. Bayley, and the transcript he sent has been 
torn up and burnt. Therefore the corrections have 
been made in the printed sheets. 
$62. Your answer is limited to negative evidence, viz. that you 
saw Mr. Bayley take out of a drawer certain sheets to 
send to the printer, not stating that they did, or did not, 
contain corrections. Was any one of these sheets ever in 
your hands, or within your view, so as to enable, you to 
swear, in respect to that one, that it did not contain cor- 
rections in the handwriting of Mr. Bayley ? 

I could not swear positively to that fact. 

363. Did you ever see Mr. Bayley send your transcript of the 

Office Calendar to the printer's, in which transcript you 
are confident that no corrections had been previously 
made ? 

1 could not swear positively to that ; but I think, on 
reference to the printed work and the MS. Calendars, 
very few alterations will appear. 

364. Did you ever assist Mr. Bayley in any other part of the 

work? 

In vol. ii. 
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965. In which of the Indexes did you assist him ? 

I compiled the Index Nominnm; Mr. Grimaldi 
compiled the Index Locorum : hut I arranged hoth 
for the press. 

366. What did Mr. Bayley pay you for the work which you did 
to the Indexes ? 

In my first examination before Mr. Cooper I stated 
that my charge upon Mr. Bayley for that portion of 
the work was about £30 ; I have since referred to 
my accounts, and find that it is rather more than £20. 

367. Have you any reason to suppose that Mr. Bayley had the 

MS. Calendars away from the office for the purpose of 
making corrections, or for any other purpose ? 

I have enclosed the MS. Calendar, S. — V., to Mr. 
Bayley at the AthensBum, and left it there for him, 
for the purpose, I should suppose, of his correcting 
the proof sheets from the original MS. 

368. What reason have you for supposing that it was for the 
purpose of correcting the proof sheets ? 

From its being about the period when they were 
printing. 

369. What period was that? 

Previous to the works under the Commission being 
suspended. 

370. How long ago ? 

Prior to June, 1831. 

371. Within what period; that is, firom what time to what time 
have you enclosed the MS. Calendar, S. — V. to Mr. Bay- 
ley, and left it at the Athenaeum ? 

I cannot take upon myself to say. 



BY MR. COOPER. 

37^. I produced to you yesterday, in Mr. Bayley's presence. 
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part of the transcript S. s., was that part made by you, or 
under your directions ? 

It was made by my directions. 

BY SIR R. H. INGLIS. 

373. By whom? 

By a lad whom I employed. 

374. Mention his name. 

Taylor. 

375. His Christian name. 

Robert. 

376. At what time? 

In the course of the year 1829. 

377. Where? 

At my office in Cook's Court, Carey Street. 

378. Did you notice any corrections in Mr. Bayley's handwriting 
in that transcript? 

I did. 

379. How do you account for those corrections consistently with 

the other evidence which you have given ? 

At the period when I delivered up the transcript to 
Mr. Bayley, I was making the Index to the last 
volume of the Foedera ; and having a vast number 
of papers in my possession, one of the sections, to 
which I have before alluded, was missing. Mr. 
Bayley afterwards mentioned the circumstance to 
me, and I found it, and sent it to him. My not 
having the original MS. Calendar to collate my 
transcript with, is the cause of the dates of the 
years, and, also, of the counties being in Mr. Bayley's 
handwriting. 

380. Do you recollect ever receiving any instructions from Mr. 
Bayley relative to the dates when the bills were filed ? 

I do. Upon receiving the MS. from Mr. Bayley, 
he desired that those dates should not be placed in 
the margin, as they were in the original MS. But 
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should be placed in the first column under the head- 
ing of the Plaintiffs* Names. 

d81. Had you any instructions from Mr. Bayley as to the 
counties ? 

None, sir. 

8S2, Were the counties generally omitted? 
No, sir. 

3S3. Who filled in the counties? 

I did, generally. The lad being liable to make so 
many mistakes, was the reason of my leaving the 
names to be filled up by myself. 

884. Do you recollect noticing dates generally in the margin of 
the original MS. Calendar, S. —V.? 

I do. 

885. Were those dates there when you first began to copy for 
Mr. Bayley? 

They were. 
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lEiffyt^ Bag.— August 21, 1832. 

AT A MEETING OF THE COMMITTEE APPOINTED TO INQUIRE INTO 
CERTAIN CHARGES AGAINST MR. BAYLET IN REFERENCE TO THE 
PUBLICATION OF THE CALENDARS TO THE CHANCERY PROCEED- 
INGS. — HELD BY ADJOURNMENT AT THE RECORD OFFICE IN THE 
TOWER. 

Prcaeftf— WILLIAM BROUGHAM, Esq. 
HENRY HALLAM, Esq. 

C. P. COOPER, Esq. 
Secretaiy. 



A letter signed J. Bayley, addressed to W. Brougham, Esq. 

dated Tuesday Morning, \_Jitgust 21«f, 1832,] was 

produced and read. 
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PART U. 

BILLS, LETTERS, DEPOSITIONS, &c. 
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COPIES OF MR. BAYLEY'S BILLS. 



N^L 



An Account of Business done for His Majesty's Com- 
missioners on the Public Records, between the 25th day of 
March and the 25th day of December, 1821, in the Calen- 
dars to the Proceedings in Chancery, by J. Bayley. 

£. s. d. 
Correcting and filling up the Introductory Matter 

(consisting of Examples of Early Proceedings in 

Chancery) as begun by the late Mr. Lysons, from 

the 17th year of King Richard II. to the end of 

the reign of Henry VL ««« i ««« 4 ««««««««•• i « 45 

Looking over the Chancery Proceedings in the 
Tower from the end of the reign of Henry VL 
to the end of the reign of King Charles L, and 
making Selections from them to complete the 
Introductory Part of the above Work, and Ar- 
ranging the same for Press, with Notes, &c 47 5 

Transcribing from the early Proceedings in Chan- 
cery for the same purpose, 393 folios 19 13 

Translating Examples of early Proceedings in Chan- 
cery for the above purpose, 83 folios 5 3 9 

Collating the Sheets of the above Work, from page 

1 to page 24, six sheets 6 6 

£123 7 9 
H 2 ^ 
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Business done for His Majesty's Commissioners on the 

Public Records between the 25th day of December, 1821, 

and the 24th day of June, 1822, in the Calendars to the 

Proceedings in Chancery, by J. Bayley. 

£. s. d. 
Transcribing Examples of Early Proceedings in 
Chancery to complete the Introductory Matter to 
the above Work, 158 folios 7 18 

Transcribing for the Press from the First Volume 
of MS. Calendars to the Chancery Proceedings 
in the reign of Queen Elizabeth, 860 folios at 4fd. 
per folio 14 6 8 

Correcting, Arranging, and Compressing the same 

for printing 15 

Collating with the Originals the Sheets of the Intro- 
ductory Matter to the above Work, from page 24 
to page 96, being 3 Sheets .* S 3 

£40 7 8 
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N^ III. 

An Account of Business done for His Majesty's Com- 
missioners on the Public Record's in the Calendars to the 
Proceedings in Chancery, between the 24th day of June 
and the 25th day of December, 1822, by John Bayley. 

£, s» dm 

Transcribing Examples of early Proceedings in 
Chancery for the Introductory Matter to the above 
Work, 97 folios 4 17 

Transcribing for the Press from the First Volume 
of MS. Calendars to the Chancery Proceedings 
in the reign of Queen Elizabeth, 1840 folios .... 80 13 4 

Correcting, Abridging, and Arranging the same for 

Printing 40 

Collating and Revising 16 Printed Sheets of the 
above Work, namely, from page 86 to page 60 of 
the Introductory Matter, and from page 1 to page 
44 of the Calendar 16 16 



92 6 4 
Paid for 2 Reams of Copy Paper for the above Work. .800 

£95 6 4 
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N^ IV. 

An Account of Business done for His Majesty^s Com- 
missioners on the Public Records in the Calendars to Pro- 
<3eedings in Chancery, between the 25th day of December, 
182S, and the ^th day of June, 1823, by John Bayley. 

£. 8. d. 
Transcribing for the Press from the First and part 
of the Second Volume of MS. Calendars to Chan- 
cery Proceedings in the reign of Queen Elizabeth, 
2130 folios 35 10 

Correcting, Abridging, and making a Fair Copy of 

the same, for printing 78 15 

Collating and Revising the Printed Sheets of the 
above Work, from page 44 to page 168, being 51 
Sheets 32 11 

146 16 
Paid for 1 Ream of Copy Paper for the above Work 1 10 

£148 6 
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N^ V. 

An Accoiint of Business done tot His Majesty^s Com- 
missioners on the Public Records in the Calendars to Pro- 
ceedings in Chancery, between *the 24th day of June and 
the 2£th day of December, 1828, by John Bayky. 

£. s. d. 
Transcribing to the end of the Second Volume of 
the Manuscript Calendars to the Proceedings in 
Chancery in the reign of Queen Elizabeth, 2328 
folios ....*......*.. 58 4 

Correcting with the Originals, Abridging, and Fair 

Copying the same for printing 78 10 

Correcting, Revising, &c. the Printed Sheets of the 
above Work, from page 168 to page 272, being 
26 Sheets 27 6 

164 
Paid foi* half a Ileam of Copy Paper for the above 

Work * 15 

Ditto, for Messengers, Letters, &c ^ 1 

£165 15 
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N*. VI. 

An Account of Business done for His Majesty's Com- 
missioners on the Public Records in the Calendars to Pro- 
ceedings in Chancery, between the 25th day of December, 
1823, and the 2Uh day of June, 1824, by John Bayley. 

£. s. d. 
Transcribing from the Third Volume of Manuscript 
Calendars, or Abstracts of the Bills, Answers, 
and other Proceedings in Chancery in the reign of 
Queen Elizabeth, for the above Work, 1980 folios 49 10 

Correcting with the Originals, Abridging, and Fair 

Copying the same for the press 75 

Correcting, Revising, &c. the Printed Sheets of the 
above Work, horn page 272 to page 348, being 
19 Sheets 19 19 

144 9 
Paid for 1 Ream of Copy Paper for the above Work 110 

Ditto, for Letters and Messengers for this Work and 

the Inquisitions 1 1 

£147 
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N^ yii. 

An Account of Business done -for His Majesty's Com- 
missioners on the Public Records in the Calendars to 
Proceedings in Chancery, between the 24th day of June 
and the 2dth day of December, 1824. 

£. 8. d. 

Transcribing from the Manuscript Calendars or 
Abstracts of the Bills, Answers, and other Pro- 
ceedings in Chancery in tbe reign of Queen Eliza- 
beth, for the above Work, 2146 folios 53 13 

Correcting with the Originals, Abridging and Fair 

Copying the same for the press 76 10 

Revising, Correcting, &c. the Printed Sheets of the 
First Volume of the above Work, from page 348 
to page 396, being 12 Sheets 12 12 

U2 15 
Paid for 2 Reams of Copy Paper for the above Work 3 

Ditto, for Letters and Messengers for this Work 

and Inquisitiones post mortem 1 1 

£146 16 
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N-. VIII. 

An Account of Business done for His Majesty's Com- 
missioners on the Public Records in the Calendars to Pro- 
ceedings in Chancery, between the 25th day of December, 
1824, and the 24th day of June, 1825, by John Bayley. 

£• s. d. 
Transcribing for the Press from the Third Volume 
of Manuscript Calendars or Abstracts of the Bills, 
Answers, and other Proceedings in Chancery in 
the reign of Queen Elizabeth, for the Second 
Volume of the above Work, 1860 folios 46 10 

Correcting with the Originals, Abridging and Fair 

Copying the same for the Press 75 

Correcting, Revising, &c. the Printed Sheets of the 
First Volume of the above Work, from page S96 
to page 412, four Sheets 4 4 

125 14 
Paid for 1 Ream and a half of Copy Paper for the 

above Work 2 5 

£127 19 
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H\ IX. 

An Account of Business done for His Majesty's Com- 
missioners on the Public Records in the Second Volume of 
Calendars to early Proceedings in Chancery, between the 
24th day of June and the 25th day of December, 1825, by 
John Bayley^ 

£» s, d. 
Transcribing for the Press from the Third and 
Fourth Volumes of Manuscript Calendars, or 
Abstracts, of the Bills, Answers, and other Pro- 
ceedings in Chancery, in the reign of Queen Eli- 
zabeth, for the above Work, 2800 folios 75 10 

Correcting the above with the Originals in the Tower, 
and Abridging, Arranging, and Fair Copying the 
same for printing • It5 

200 10 
Paid for 2 Reams and a half of Ruled Copy Paper 

for the above 3 15 

£204 5 
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N«. X. 



An Account of Business done for His Majesty's Com- 
missioners on the Public Records in the First Volume of 
Calendars to the Chancery Proceedings, between the 24th 
day of June, 1825, and the 25th day of March, 1826, by 

John Bayley. 

£, s. d. 

Looking over and Arranging all the Bills and 
Answers, and other Proceedings in Chancery, in 
the Tower, from the reign of King Richard II. to 
that of Queen Elizabeth, bo'th inclusive ; making 
Selections therefrom to form the Introductory 
Matter to the above Volume, and Arranging the 
same for the Press, with Titles, &c. ; also com- 
piling Title Page, Preface, List of Contents, &c. 
to the said Volume 210 

Copying from the Originals in the Tower further 
Examples of early Proceedings in Chancery to 
complete the. Introductory Matter to the above- 
mentioned Volume, 347 folios 17 7 

I. 

Collecting aud compiling ample Indexes to the 
above-mentioned Volume, containing the Names 
of Persons and the Names of Places, and Copy- 
ing and Arranging the same for the Press 190 

Correcting and Revising the Printed Sheets of the 

above-mentioned Work, in number 72 75 12 

492 19 
Paid for Paper, &c. for the above Work 4 19 6 

Ditto, for Letters, Messengers, &c 1 1 

£498 19 6 
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N^ XL 

An Account of Business done for His Majesty's Com- 
missioners on the Public Records, in the Second Volume 
of Calendars to early Proceedings in Chancery, between 
the 25th day of December, 1825, and the 24th day of 
June, 1826, by John Bayley. 

£. s. d. 

Continuing the Transcribing for the Press the Ma- 
nuscript Calendars and Abstracts of the Bills, 
Answers, and other Proceedings in Chancery, in 
the reign of Queen Elizabeth, for the continua- 
tion of the above-mentioned Work, 2300 folios . . 70 

Correcting the above with the Original Proceedings 
in the Tower, and Abridging and Arranging the 
same for the Press 120 



190 

Paid for two Reams of Copy Paper for the same . . 3 

Ditto in Expenses for Letters, Messengers, &c. for 

this and the other two Works 1 1 



£194 1 
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N^ XII. 

An Account of Business done for His Majesty*s Com- 
missioners on the Public Records, in the Second Volume 
of Calendars to the early Proceedings in Chancery, be- 
tween the ^th day of March and the 24th day of June, 
1826, by J. Bayley. 

£. s. d. 
Transcribing for the Press the Manuscript Calendars 
or Abstracts of the Bills, Answers, and other 
Proceedings in Chancery, in the reign of Queen 
Elizabeth, for the above Work, 580 folios 16 

Examining and Correcting the above with the Ori- 
ginals in the Tower, and Abridging, Arranging, 
and Fair Copying the same for Printing 25 

41 
Paid for one Ream of ruled Copy Paper for the 
above Work, and for two Reams of ruled Fools- 
cap for the New Edition of the Foedera 4 18 

^£45 18 
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N^XHI. 

An Account of Business done for His Majesty's Com- 
missioners on the Public Records^ in the Second Volume 
of Calendars to the early Proceedings in Chancery, from 
the 25th day of March, 1827, to the 25th day of March, 
1828, being one whole Year, by J. Bayley. 

£. s. d. 
Abstracting and Preparing for Printing a Calendar 
of the Bills, Answers, and other Proceedings in 
Chancery, in the reign of Queen Elizabeth, for 
the Second Volume of the above Work, Collating 
and Correcting it with the Originals in the Tower, 
and abridging the same for the Press ; amounting 
to 3040 folios 157 10 

Making a Fair Copy thereof, and Arranging the 
same for the Press, 2780 folios 57 18 4 

Revising and Correcting the Printed Sheets of the 
Second Volume of the above-named Work, from 
page 1 to page 184, being 46 Printed Sheets .... 48 6 

£263 14 4 
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N^ XIV. 

An Account of Business done for His Majesty's Com- 
missioners on the Public Records, in the Second Volume 
of Calendars to the early Proceedings in Chancery, from 
the 25th day of March to the 29th day of September, 1828, 
by J. Bayley. 

£. s. d. 
Abstracting and Preparing for Printing a Calendar 
of the Bills, Answers, and other Proceedings in 
Chancery, in the reign of Queen Elizabeth, for 
the Second Volume of the above Work, from the 
Original Documents in the Tower, and Correcting 
and^ Abridging the same for the Press; amounting 
to 2460 folios 145 10 

Making a Fair Copy of the above, and Arranging 

the same for Printing, &c 52 10 

Revising and Correcting the Printed Sheets of the 
Second Volume of the above Work, from page 
184 to page 332, being 37 sheets. 38 17 

236 17 
Paid for two Reams of Copy Paper for the above 

Work 3 8 

Ditto for Messengers, Letters, &c. for this Work 

from the commencement of this Volume 1 

£241 5 
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N^ XV. 

An Account of Business done for His Majesty's Com- 
missioners on the Public Records, in the Second Volume 
of Calendars to the early Proceedings in Chancery, from 
the 29th day of September, 1828, to the 25th day of March, 
1829, by J. Bayley. 

£. 9. d. 
Abstracting and Preparing for Printing a copious 
Calendar of the Bills, Answers, and other Pro- 
ceedings in Chancery, in the reign of Queen 
Elizabeth, for the Second Volume of the above 
Work, from the Original Documents in the Tower, 
Correcting and Abridging the same for the Press, 
&c. amounting to 2540 folios 150 

Making a Fair Copy of the above, and Examining 
and Arranging the same for Printing, &c. at M. 
per folio . • . • » 69 10 

Revising, Correcting, &c» the Printed Sheets of the 
said Work, from page dd2, concluding the above- 
mentioned Volume, 30 sheets • 51 10 

Copying from the Originals in the Tower various 
Examples of Ancient Proceedings in Chancery, 
illustrative of the early Forms and Practice of 
that Court, to form Introductory matter to the 
above Volume, 150 folios 7 10 

ftti% 10 
Paid for 2 Reams of Copy Paper for the above Work 3 8 

Ditto for Letters, Messengers, &c 1 

£%6(^ n 
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N^. XVI. 

An Account of Business done for His Majesty's Com- 
missioners on the Public Records, in the Second Volume 
of Calendars to the early Proceedings in Chancery, in the 

Year 1829, by J. Bayley, 

£. s. d. 

Looking over the Bundles of Bills, Answers, and 
other Proceedings in Chancery, in the reigns of 
Richard II., Henry IV., V., and VI., Edward IV., 
and Richard III., making Selections therefrom to 
form the Introductory matter for the Second 
Volume of the above Work, and Examming the 
same for the Press, with Explanatory Tides, 
Notes, and an Introductory Table of Contents, &c, 12 12 

Transcribing from the Original various Precedents 
and Examples of Ancient Proceedings in Chan- 
cery, to form the above-meucioned Introductory 
matter to the said Volume, amounting to 11 84 fohos 59 4 

Translating from the French several Ancient Bills 
. or Petitions in Chancery, forming part of the 
above Precedents, 73 folios 6 7 9 

Correcting with the Originals, Revising, &c. the 
Printed Sheets of the above-mentioned Introduc- 
tory matter, &c 31 10 

109 13 9 

Paid for Paper, &c. for the above Work 4 19 6 

Ditto for Letters and Messengers, &c 1 1 

£115 13 3 



Memorandum. — The above concludes the Second Voliune 
excepting the Indices and Correcting the Proof. 
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N^XVIL 

An Account of Business done for His Majesty's Com- 
missioners on the Public Records^ in completion of the 
Second Volume of Calendars to the Proceedings in Chan- 
cery, in the year 1829-30, by J. Bayley. 

£. s. d. 
Collecting and Compiling ample Indices to the Se- 
cond Volume of Calendars to the Proceedings in 
Chancery, containing the Names of Places and 
Persons therein, and Copying and Arranging the 
same for the Press 126 

Correcting and Revising Printed Sheets of the above 

Work, in number 34 35 14 

161 U 
Paid for Cartridge Paper, Messengers, &c. for the 

above Work 2 18 6 

£164 7 6 
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N». XVIII. 

Ak Account of BusineiS done for His Majesty's Com- 
missioners on the Public Records, in the Calendars of 
early Proceedings in Chancery, between the S5th day of 
March, 1829, and die 25th day of March, 1830, by J. 
Bayley. 

£. s. d. 
Abstracting and Preparing for Printmg a Calendar 
of BiUs, Answers, and other Proceedings in Chan- 
cery in the reign of Queen Ehzabeth, for the 
Third Volume of the above Work, from the Ori- 
ginal Documents in the Tower, and Correcting 
and Abridging the same for the Press, amounting 
to 1500 folios 95 

Making a Fair Copy of the above, and Arranging 
the same for the Press, &c 31 5 

126 5 
Paid for one Ream of Copy Paper for the above 
Work 1 14 



£127 19 
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N\ XIX. 

An Account of Business done for His Majesty's Com- 
missioners on the Public Records, in the Third Volume of 
Calendars to the early Proceedings in Chancery, between 
the 25th day of March and the 29th day of September, 
1830, by J. Bayley. 

£. 8. d. 
Abstracting and Preparing for the Press a Calendar 
of the Bills, Answers, and other Proceedings in 
Chancery in the reign of Queen Elizabeth, for the 
Third Volume of the above Work, from the Ori- 
ginals in the Tower, ascertaining the dates of the 
several Suits, as far as can be done, and Correcting 
and Abridging the same for Printing ; amounting 
to 2600 folios 145 

Making a Fair Copy of the above, and Examining 

and Arranging the same for Printing, &c 57 10 

Correcting and Revising, &c. the Printed Sheets of 
the Third Volume of the said Work, from page 1 
to page 152y being 38 sheets 39 18 

242 8 
Paid for two Reams of Copy Paper, &c. for the 

above Works 3 8 6 

Ditto for Letters, Messengers, &c • . 1 

£246 16 6 
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APPENDIX B. 



LETTER FROM MR. BAYLEY to the CHAIRMAN. 



[Received 21 Aug. 1832.] 

Tower. Tuesday Morning. 
Sir, 

My mind being extremely harassed respecting the 
inquiry which has so long been pending, I am of course anxious 
that it should be brought to a close with as little delay as pos- 
sible, and with that view I take the liberty of addressing you. 
You must be aware that all the Sub-Commissioners were for- 
merly remunerated at a much higher rate than the present 
Board may think proper, and it will be found that I have never 
received a greater remuneration than the others : indeed, it will 
be found that during the first ten ye^rs that I was employed 
upon the Foedera my remimeration was very small, although 
the whole labour of that work devolved upon myself; and 
equally small was the payment I received for the two last vols, 
of the Inquisitions, in proportion to the great time and labour 
required by that work. 

There may be inaccuracy of language in my Accounts for the 
Calendars of the Chancery proceedings which were made out 
under the direction or suggestion of Mr. Caley ; but if they 
convey an impression that I had framed new Calendars it was 
what I never intended, and that which I am exceedingly sorry 
should have been so understood ; for I entirely disclaim any pre- 
tension to having made new Calendars. Volumes 1 and 2 were, 
as I have always meant to state, copied from MS. Calendars, 
but corrected by me with great care and labour, partly from 
my knowledge of the names and situations of places, and, when 
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necessary, from reference to the original documents. Vol. $ 
was also copied from the MS. Calendars ; but on its correction 
and arrangement I bestowed much greater pains, and labour, 
and time, according as I have stated to the Committee ; though 
I am perfectly ready to admit that, according to evidence which 
Mr. Cooper has adduced, he was fully justified in making the 
charge of my not having had recourse to the original bundles. 
My charges for the third volume have been for time and labour, 
and I think that they will not be found greater in proportion 
than those of other gentlemen who have been employed under 
the Board. 

I trust that the Commissioners will bear in mind, that for 
upwards of Twenty Years I have been employed under the 
Board, and have given up all my other prospects and pursuits 
to the service of the Commission. 

I write this in the hope that it may be the means of «aving 
further trouble, and that the Committee will kindly relieve my 
mind from the anxiety and distress in which it has so long been 
kept, and which unfits me for all my pursuits and duties. 
I have the honour to be, 
Sir, 
Your very obedient and faithful servant, 

J. Bayley. 
W. Brougham, Esq. M.P. 
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APPENDIX C. 



LETTER FROM MR. COOPER to MESSRS. SPOTTISWOODE. 



New B08WELL Court, Lincolji's Inn, 
July 24Ui, 1832. 
Gentlemen, 

I will thank you to be so good as to look at the 

octavo sheets of the early Chancery Proceedings from the reign 

of Richard II. to that of Edward IV., a copy of which I lent 

to Mr. Macdonald this morning, and inform me whether the 

corresponding parts of vol. 1, edited by Mr. Bayley, were 

printed from Mr. Lysons's sheets, or from transcripts furnished 

to you by Mr. Bayley. 

I will also thank you to let me know on what day in last year 
the printing of the third volume of Chancery Proceedings was 
resumed, and which are the sheets which have been worked off 
since that time. 

I will also trouble you to inquire from the persons employed 
in the printing of volume 3, if they have any recollection of any 
part of that volume having been printed from a manuscript which, 
from the hand-writing, or any other reason, they believed to be 
twenty or thirty years old, or which, in any other respects, 
differed from the manuscript furnished for other parts of the 
work. 

I am. Gentlemen, 

Your obedient humble servant, 

C. P. Cooper. 
Messrs. Spottiswoode, 
King's Printers. 
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APPENDIX D. 



LETTER FROM MR. R. SPOTTISWOODE to MR. COOPER. 



His Majesty's Printing Office, 
July 25th, 1832. 
Sir, 

In answer to your Letter of yesterday's date, I beg 
to inform you that after looking at the Octavo Sheets of the 
early Chancery Proceedings, I have no doubt the corresponding 
parts of Vol. I. edited by Mr. Bayley, were printed from Mr. 
Lysons's sheets after being corrected. 

I have also to state that part of Vol. III. was printed from a 
manuscript which appeared to have been written several years 
ago. 

The printing of the third volume was recommenced about the 
14th December, 1831, and the sheets since worked off are from 
32 to the end of the Volume. 

I am. Sir, 
Your most obedient Servant, 

Robert Spottiswoode. 
To C. P. Cooper, Esq. 
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APPENDIX E. 



DEPOSITION OF MR. WILLIAMS.— N«. I. 



1. Were you ever employed by Mr. Bayley to assist him in any 
work edited by him for the Record Board ? 

I was first employed by him to make the Indexes 
Nominum et Locorum to the fourth volume of the 
Inquisitiones post mortem. I was also employed 
by him to transcribe part of the Chancery Calendars 
and the Foedera. 

S. What part of the Chancery Calendars did you transcribe ? 

I transcribed great part of the Calendars printed in 
vol. ii. 

3. Do you mean that you transcribed yourself, or did you 

employ any one to do it ? 

I employed a boy to do nearly the whole of it. 

4. How much did Mr. Bayley pay you per folio ? 

He paid me three half pence. 

5. Did you examine what the boy had so copied ? 

I examined it with the Manuscript Calendars toge- 
ther with the boy, and I corrected it. 

6. What did you do with the transcript? 

I gave it to Mr. Bayley. 

7. Do you know what Mr. Bayley did with it ? 

He sent portions of it by me to the printers. 

8. Did Mr. Bayley previously make any corrections in the 

ps^ts which were so sent to the King's printers ? 
Never, to my knowledge. 
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9. How may folios do you suppose you may have copied, or 

got copied, for Mr. Bayley ? 

1200 or 1300 folios, as well as I recollect. 

10. Do you mean to say that Mr. Bayley never made any cor- 

rections in those 1200 or 1300 folios of transcript before 

they were sent to the King's printers ? 

I do not believe any corrections ever were made, 
Mr. Bayley took the copy from me, and generally 
sent it by the printers boy, or myself, to the prin- 
ters at once. 

11. Did Mr. Bayle^^ever, to your knowledge or belief, examine 

the transcript with the manuscript Calendar ? 
Never in my presence. 

12. Do you think it likely you should have known that he had 

so examined it, supposing that he really did so ? 

I think it could not have passed without my know- 
ledge if he had done so. 

13. Where did you, or the boy, copy and examine? 

I had the book (I mean the manuscript Calendar) 
away, and the boy and I copied and examined at 
my own house. I had the book in my possession 
about nine months. 

14. Did you ever see any transcript made by you afler it came 

from the printers, and had been printed ? 
I have seen some small portions. 

15. Had any corrections been made therein by Mr. Bayley ? 

I think not. 

16. Do you think you should have noticed any such corrections ? 

Yes, I think I should if they had been in my copy. 
Mr. Bayley generally made some trifling alterations, 
but always in the printed sheets, as changing " per- 
sonalty" to ** personal matters," omitting premises 
where the description was long, &c. 

17. Did Mr. Bayley make such alterations in the printed sheets 

upon referring to the manuscript Calendars, or to the ori- 
ginal Rolls of Chancery Proceedings ? 

He might sometimes have referred to the manuscript 
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Calendar, but very 8eld<MBL He could never have 
referred to the original Rolls. 

18. Why could he not have referred to the original Rolls ? 

They are kept in the White Tower» and if brought 
down to the office, I must have seen them. 

19. Why must you have seen them; aa you have stated the 

transcript was made at your own house? 

During this time 1 was also employed by Mr. Bayley 
in the Liverpool Case, and other matters, and sat in 
the same room with him all the time that he was at 
the office. 

20. You mean whilst the Calendar transcribed by you was in a 

course of printing? 
I do. 

21. Do you mean to say that Mr. Bayley could not have made 

references to the original Rolls in the White Tower 

without your having known it ? 

I am confident this could not have been done. Re- 
peatedly the sheet has been brought from the prin- 
ters, and corrected by Mr. Bayley in my presence 
whilst the printers' lad was waiting. 

22. Do you know of any occasion on which the original manu- 

script Calendar was sent to the King's printers? 

Yes ; I saw Mr. Bayley tear some portion out to 
send to the printer. 

23. What was the reason, and when did it occur ? 

Mr. Bayley not paying me, I refused to copy any 
more for him. I don't recollect when : it was for 
the third volume. 

24. Did you see this more than once? 

No ; I ceased soon after to go to the Tower. 

25. Did you assist Mr. Bayley in any other way besides copying 

the manuscript Calendar? 

I went with Luxmore into the White Tower, and 
brought down several bundles of the early Pro- 
ceedings in Chancery, which I opened, and selected 
by Mr. Bayley's direction, and for his inspection, 
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such of them as I thought likely to suit his purpose, 
which, after having marked, he returned to me to 
copy. The translations of, I believe, five of the first 
eight petitions prefixed to vol. ii. were also made 
by me. 
^6. Did you make the copies yourself? 

Yes, I did this work myself; the Records are many 
of them in a bad state, and very difficult to make out« 

27. Was any fair copy made of the transcript of the Calendar? 

No fair copy was ever made; — the transcript made 
by my boy, and corrected by me, was sent at once 
to the printers. 

28. Was any fair copy ever made of your transcripts of the 

early Petitions ? 

None. The transcripts made by me were sent to 
the printers. 

29. Do you mean to say that you selected and transcribed the 

whole of the early Proceedings prefixed to vol. ii. ? 

I don't know that I did the whole. I did the 
greater part. Mr. Bayley may have copied three 
or four. 
dO. Did you do any other part of the printed volume ii. ? 

I compiled the Index Nominum; Mr. Grimaldi 
compQed the Index Locorum : but I arranged both 
Indexes for the press. 

31. What were you paid fi^r doing the Indexes? 

I think I was paid about a guinea a sheet. Mr. 
Bayley telling me he could not pay me any more, 
for it was all he was allowed by the Commissioners, 
and anything beyond would be out of his own 
pocket. 

32. What were you paid for the early Proceedings prefixed? 

I was paid fourpence a folio for the English^ and 
sixpence a folio for the French. 

33. Did this comprise the trouble of making the selection? 

It did. 
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34. What did Mr. Bayley pay you for translating? 

Sixpence a felio, 
S5. Have you any notion of the number of folios in the second 
volume ? 

I have not. 

36. What was the total sum received by you for the Indexes? 

To the best of my recollection about £30. 

37. Do you know what Mr. Grimaldi has received ? 

I do not. 

38. Did you assist Mr. Bayley in any part of vol. iii. ? 

Yes, in part of the Index Nominum, as far as pi^e 
175. I took the names out only. Mr. Bayley, I 
believe, got the names afterwards arranged by his 
derk, Mr. Aungier. 

39. Did you ever see any person employed upon the manuscript 

from which any part of vol. iii. is printed? 
Yes, Mr. Thompson's son. 

40. When did you see him so employed? 

To the best of my recollection about January last. 

41. Do you recollect upon what part of the work he was 

employed ? 

It was in transcribing the manuscript Calendar, and 
I think the book was W. y. 

42. Did you assist Mr. Bayley in vol. i. 

I did nothing of any consequence; I believe I 
copied the List of Contents and Preface. 

{Signed) 
C. P. Cooper. Cha. P. Williams, 

10, Hemlock Court, Carey Street. 

The above Questions and Answers were read over by Mr. 
Cooper to Mr. Williams in our presence. Mr. Williams after- 
wards signed his name as above. 

Geo. Smith. 
W. H. Bennett. 
July 25, 1832. 
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APPENDIX F. 



DEPOSITION OF MR. HARDY. 



1. Are you acquainted with the Manuscript Calendars of the 

Chancery Proceedings at the Tower ? 
I am. 

2. Where are the Chancery Bundles kept? 

In the Chapel at the White Tower. 

3. Did you ever see Mr. Bayley examine any of those bundles 

for the purpose of making ox correcting the Chancery 
Calendars printed under his directions? 
I have. 

4. When did you first see Mr. Bayley so do? 

The beginning of the present year. 

5. Are you sure you never saw him so examining such bundles 

before that time ? 
I am sure. 

6. Did not Mr. Bayley ever, as you have heard or believe, so 

examine them at an earlier period than you have men« 
tioned ? 

I never heard that he did, and I cannot believe that 
he did. 
7« Why do you believe that he could not have made such exa- 
mination? 

I must have seen the bundles in the office. I have 
besides been for the last three or four years espe- 
cially employed in sorting Records in the Octagon 
Room, where, if a bundle had been brought, it must 
have been placed to be examined. 
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8. Might not Mr. Bayley have examined the bundles alone in 

the White Tower, without you or any one else perceiving 

him? 

This is not very likely, there being no conveniences, 
as proper tables, ink, &c. for that purpose in the 
White Tower, Besides, I am the next clerk in the 
office to Mr. Bayley, and his absence must have 
been noticed by me, and he could not have had the 
keys of the Tower without my knowing it. 

9. Do you mean to say, that if Mr. Bayley h^ been in the 

habit of going to the White Tower to consult the Chan- 
cery Bundles for correcting the Manuscript Calendars 
printed in vols. i. and ii. of his work, it must have been 
known to or noticed by yourself and the other clerks in 
the Tower? 

I must have known or noticed it; and I think it 
would have been difficult for it to have escaped the 
notice of Luxmore, the messenger, and some of the 
other clerks. 

10. Are you acquainted with vol. iii. of the Chancery Calendars 

just printed? 

I have seen all or most of the printed sheets. 

11. Do you recollect the printing of this volume being sus- 

pended, and af):erwards recommenced ? 
Perfectly well. 

12. When was the printing recommenced? 

As well as I recollect about January last. 

13. Do you mean to say, that you do not believe that Mr. 

Bayley had previously to that time been in the habit of 
consulting the bundles in the White Tower? 

I do. I must have noticed it if ever he did so. 

14. Do you know what part of vol. iii. was printing when Mr. 

Bayley began to send for the bundles in the White 
Tower? 

Letter W. 

15. How came you to notice this? 

Mr. Bayley's sending for the bundles struck me as 
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something very singular, and induced me particu- 
larly to notice what part of the work he was em- 
ployed upon. 

16. Do you know who was employed by Mr. Bayley to copy 

the latter part of the Manuscript Calendar ? 

Yes. Thompson, a son of a warder in the Tower ; 
he was employed upon such part of Letter W. as 
has been recently printed. 

17. How do you know this? 

I have oflen myself given the volume to copy from ; 
and have seen Mr. Bayley correct his transcript 
with the original Record when brought from the 
White Tower. 

18. At what time was this? 

Since Christmas last. 

19. Was Thompson ever employed before by Mr. Bayley to 

copy the Manuscript Calendars? 

Not at the office, but at Mr. Thompson's own house. 

20. At what time was this? 

I do not recollect; I think it was some time towards 
the fall of last year. 

21. Where is Mr. Thompson's house? 

On the Parade in the Tower. 

22. Does it belong to, or is it connected with, the Record Office? 

Not in the least. 

23. How do you know that any volume of the Manuscript Ca- 

lendars was at Mr. Thompson's house ? 

Young Thompson told me so; and Luxmore also 
told me he had seen the volume there. 

24. Do you know any other occasion in which the Manuscript 

Calendar has been taken out of the office ? 

Mr. Williams told me some time since he had had 
a volume at his house to get copied for Mr. Bayley ; 
and Mr. Bayley has repeatedly told me, when I have 
asked for one of the volumes of the Manuscript 
Calendars, that it was at the printer's. 

K 
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S5. When did Mr. Bayley so tell you? 

I don't recollect the exact date. It might have 
been early in the year 1831. 

26. Which of the volumes was it ? 

The volume containing letter R.* to letter W. ex- 
clusive. 

£7« Is this volume now in the office? 

I have not seen it for a long time; certainly not 
since Mr. Bayley said it was sent to the printer's. 

28. What has been done when searches were necessary and the 
volume was not forthcoming ? 

If the printed sheet was in the office, that was in- 
spected in its place. I recollect one time in parti- 
cular when a search was requisite under letter S, 
and upon application to Mr. Bayley, he said, the 
volume was at the printer's, but afterwards he re- 
collected he had the printed sheet, which was pro- 
duced, and the search made. 

(Signed) 

C. P. Cooper. Thos. Duffus Hardy. 

The above Questions and Answers were put and taken in my 
presence. The whole was read over by Mr. Cooper to Mr. 

Hardy before signature. 

Geo. Smith. 
July 31st, 1832. 

I am willing to verify the above upon my oath, whenever 
required to do so by His Majesty's Commissioners on the Public 
Records. 

Thos. Duffus Hardt. 

* I mean exclusive of letter R. also.— T. D. H. 
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APPENDIX G. 



LETTER FROM MR. T, D. HARDY to MR. COOPER. 



Record Office, Tower, 
31st July, 1832. 
My Dear Sir, 

In reply to your letter of this day, I beg to say, 
that it was from me you obtained the letter written by the late 
Mr. Samuel Lysons, which you have printed in the first volume 
of your work on the Public Records, You will perhaps re- 
collect the circumstances under which I showed it to you ; — it 
was in consequence of an observation you made to me relative 
to the preface of the Calendar to the Chancery Proceedings, 
and the curious examples of early Chancery Petitions prefixed, 
which you said you had but then lately discovered to be merely 
a reprint of the specimens given in Mr. Lysons' octavo volumes. 
I made answer, that the chief merit of the preface was also his, 
for he had communicated to the Society of Antiquaries, many 
years since, some account of those early Petitions in words 
almost the same as those used by the Editor of the Chancery 
Proceedings. At this communication you seemed rather in- 
credulous ; — feeling conscious of the credit due to Mr. Lysons, 
I was anxious to vindicate his right to whatever merit the pro- 
duction contained, and consequently produced to you, the next 
day, the letter in Mr. Lysons' own handwriting. The manner 
of my obtaining possession of the letter nearly five years ago 
was thus: — An Inquisition was not to be found, and the clerks 
in the office were desired by Mr. Petrie to make a very general 
and extensive search throughout the office for the missing docu- 
ment ; and it was whilst we were thus engaged that my brother, 

k2 
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in examining the contents of one of the cupboards in the office- 
room of business, which had ever been a receptacle for loose 
and useless papers, chanced to discover some scraps and memo- 
randa in the handwriting of Mr. Lysons, to which he called my 
attention, and among these papers was the letter in question 
which I immediately availed myself of, having had the permis- 
sion of my uncle, Mr. Daniel Lysons, the brother and executor 
of Mr. Samuel Lysons, to use any papers I might find belong- 
ing to his brother likely to assist or be of use to me. This letter 
I naturally prized as b^g in the handwriting of one who had 
been to me a great friend and patron ; and I carried it home 
with 1X1^ to place amongst a large collection of memoranda 
which I had made relative to the Court of Chancery, for a his« 
tory of which, it is well known amongst many of my friends, I 
have some years been procuring materials. 

For your further satisfaction I enclose a letter from my 
brother, at that time in the office, whose recollection of the 
transaction is there related. 

Believe me, my dear Sir, 

to be very faithfully yours^ 

Thomas Duffus Haedt. 

C. P. CooFER, Esq. &(;. &c. &c. 
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APPENDIX H. 



LETTER PROM MR. ILLINGWORTH to MR. COOPER. 



2, G'eay'ii IvN Squarx» 
31st July. 1832. 
Dear Sir, 

In answer to your letter just received, I beg to say 
I was Deputy Keeper of the Records at tiie Tower during the 
whole of Mr. Lysons's time, and that all or the greater part of 
the early Chancery Proceedings, of whidi specimens are printed 
and prefixed to vol. i. of the Chancery Calendar, were discovered 
by Mr. Lysons himself^ who took them home firom time to 
time to his chambers in the Temple, and had them transcribed 
by Mr. John Hicken, his confidential clerk. A few of them 
were discovered by me and Mr. Hicken, but I do not think Mr. 
Bayley discovered or transcribed any of them, as he and Mr. 
Hicken were generally employed in office hours in making the 
office copies of Recordis. 

I am, dear Sir, 

Very faithfully yours, 

W. Illingworth. 
C. P. Cooper, Esq. 
Secretary to the Record Commission, 
&c. &c. &e. 



Digitized by 



Google 



( 120 



APPENDIX L 

DEPOSITION OF MR. WILLIAMS, No. 11. 



1. Look at the Manuscript Calendars, and state which you got 

copied for Mr. Bayley ? 

It was the volume S. v. 

2. Did you copy the whole, or how much of it? 

I have since my last examination discovered that I 
copied 1125 folios. 

3. Which is the volume from which you saw Mr. Bayley tear 

out the leaves to send to the printer's ? 
It is the same volume, S. v. 

4. Which is the volume which you had at your own house ? 

The same. 

5. I thought you stated you had transcribed for Mr. Bayley a 

considerable part of vol. ii.? 

I was mistaken in that. I had understood it was 
for vol. ii. ; but I find now what' I did has been 
printed in vol. iii. 
(Signed) 

C. P. Cooper. Chas. P. Williams. 

The above Questions and Answers were read to Mr. Williams 

in my presence at the Tower, where the Manuscript Calendars 

were produced. 

Geo. Smith. 
Aug. 1st, 1832. 

This Examination took place in the presence of Mr. Petrie. 

G. S. 
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APPENDIX K. 



LETTER FROM MR. W. HARDY to MR. T. D. HARDY. 



Duchy of Lancaster Office, Waterloo Bridge, 
1st August, 1832. 
My Dear Brother, 

I send agreeably to your desire a written answer in 
reply to your question as to my recollection of the search that 
was made, two or three years before I left the Tower, for a 
Record which had been missing, and of my having then found 
some papers in Mr. Lysons' handwriting in the Lumber Closet, 
in the Office Room. 

An Inquisition had been officially asked for, which was not to 
be found in its proper place, and Mr. Petrie gave directions that 
the office should be thoroughly searched for the Record which 
was missing ; in consequence of this order you and I, as I well 
remember, had been searching in the office where Mr. Bayley 
sits, and during your absence for a few minutes in the Octagon 
Room, I took out of one of the Closets, filled with old News- 
papers and other miscellanea, some papers which I saw related 
to the Court of Chancery, and calling you to come and see them, 
said — Look at these : I dare say they may be of some use to you 
in writing your History of Chancery. You looked at them, 
saying. Oh! yes, some of these I should like to have, and I 
shall claim them, as my uncle told me I might have anything of 
the sort belonging to his brother which I thought useful to me. 
This occurrence took place, I am quite sure, nearly two years 
before I left the office in the year 1830. 

Believe me ever. 

Your affectionate brother, 

Wm. Hardt. 
T. D. Hardy, Esq. 
&c. &c. &c. 
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APPENDIX L. 



DEPOSITION OF MR. ROBERTS. 



1. How many years have you been in the Record Office in the 

Tower? 

1 came there in the year 1820. 

2. Do you know the Manuscript Calendars of Chancery Pro- 

ceedings in the Reign of Elizabeth ? 
I do. 

3. Have or not, as you know or believe, the printed Volumes 

been taken from them, or from what other source? 

1 believe the printed volumes to have been printed 
from the Manuscript Calendars. 

4. Have the goodness to state the reasons of such your belief? 

I conceive the matter could not have been taken 
from tlie Original Records without its having come 
to my knowledge, as I must have seen the Records 
brought down from the White Tower to the Office, 
or I must have known that Mr. Bayley was in the 
White Tower inspecting them, and I never did see 
any bundles of the Reign of Elizabeth brought down 
until the beginning of the present year, when being 
struck with the circumstance, I made inquiry of 
Luxmore, the messenger, and was told that they 
were brought down for Mr. Bayley. 

5. Do you know what was the letter of the bundles so brought? 

Luxmore told me they were letter W. 

6. Are not the bundles of Chancery Proceedings sometimes 

brought down for searches? 

No. The reference being first found in the indexes, 
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we go to the White Tower, take the particular suit 
out of the bundle, and bring it down. 

7. Do you believe that Mr, Bayley corrected the printed volume, 

or the manuscript from which the printed volume was 
taken, by a reference to the Records in the White Tower? 
No. I do not believe he did. He could not have 
gone to the White Tower for that purpose without 
its being remarked by me and the other clerks in 
the office. 

8. Do you think it possible for Mr. Bayley to have perused the 

bundles from letter S to letter Z without your knowledge ? 
I think it quite impossible. 

9. Do you know any occasion on which any volume of the Ma- 

nuscript Calendars has been sent out of the office. 

I do not know when any volume was sent out; but 
I know a volume was out of the office some time 
ago. 

10. Do you recollect the time? 

I do not ; I took no notice of it. 

11. How did you learn that a volume of the Manuscript Calen- 

dar was out of the office ? 

It was wanted for a search, and it not being found, 
I asked Mr. Bayley where it was, when he said it 
was gone to be printed. 

12. Do you recollect which volume it was? 

I do not. 

13. Are you willing, if His Majesty's Commissioners on the 

Public Records require it, to verify what you have stated 
upon oath? 

Certainly. 
(Signed) 

C. P. Cooper. Chas. Roberts. 

The above questions and answers were put and taken in my 

presence. The whole was read over by Mr. Cooper to Mr. Roberts 

before signature. 

Geo. Smith. 
August 1st, 1832. 
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DEPOSITION OF BENJAMIN LUXMORE. 



1. How many years have you been messenger at the Tower? 

I think it is more than twenty-three years. 

2. Do you know the early Chancery Bills and Petitions in the 

White Tower, prior to the reign of Queen Elizabeth? 
I am fully acquainted with them. 

3. Do you recollect being employed to sort and put into port- 

folios any of such early petitions and bills ? 

I do: it was about the years 1810 and 1811. 

4. Did any body assist you? 

I was there alone for many months by Mr. Lysons' 
order ; afterwards Mr. Thompson, then in the office, 
assisted me. 

5. Had those Chancery Proceedings been recently discovered ? 

Mr. Lysons knew they were in the White Tower, 
and he ordered me to pull them out and flat them. 

6. What did you afterwards do with them ? 

They were put into heaps, and then, where the 
Chancellor's name was visible, they were put into 
portfolios as they now remain; but a good many are 
still unsorted in bags. 

7. Did Mr. Bayley assist you in the above work ? 

He did not; it was his duty to be in the office. 
Before Mr. Thompson assisted me, I had a young 
lad, my brother-in-law, for a few weeks, whom Mr. 
Lysons paid out of his own pocket. 
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8. Did you ever assist Mr. Williams in looking out any of the 

early bills and petitions ? 

I did sometime back. 

9. You knew Mr. Lysons, of course? 

I was placed in this situation by him ; I used to be at 
his chambers in the Temple night and morning. 

10. Do you recollect his ever reading any early Chancery Pro- 

ceedings? 

1 do ; he used to read them to his friends as valu- 
able documents just discovered in the Tower. I 
mean he read copies ; sometimes he had fac-similes 
made; he often spoke of those documents in the 
White Tower when he had his friends with him. 

11. Did Mr. Bayley discover those documents that Mr. Lysons 

so spoke of to his friends ? 

Not unless he found them before I came to the 
Tower, which is not very likely, from the dirty and 
dusty state in which they were when I began to pull 
them out. It was known there was a great heap of 
dusty parchments, and Mr. Lysons ordered me to 
pull them out ; they were confined in an archway and 
boarded up. 

12. How long is that ago? 

I think about 1810. 

13. Do you know the bundles of Chancery Proceedings, reign 

of Queen Elizabeth? 

Yes: they are marked from A to Z, and are in the 
gallery of the Chapel of the White Tower. 

14. Have you been in the habit of fetching those bundles for 

Mr. Bayley? 

I have lately fetched bundles for him. 

15. What do you mean by lately ? 

In the present year. 

16. When did you begin to fetch bundles? 

I have a document down stairs which will show 
nearly the time. 
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17. At what letter did you begin to fetch the bundles? 

I began at letter W. 

18. Are you sure you never brought for him any earlier 
bundles ? 

1 have no recollection of bringing any bundles before 
letter W. 

19. Did you bring down from Mr. Bayley letters S, T^ U, and V, 

or any of them ? 

I have no recollection; all those bundles are very 
dusty and dirty, and do not appear to have been 
opened for years. 

20. Have you ever seen Mr. Bayley inspecting the bundles in 

the White Tower prior to the present year ? 
Not to my recollection. 

21 . Did you ever see any volume of the Manuscript Calendars 

out of the office ? 
Yes. 

22. Where did you see it? 

At Warder Thompson's, on the Parade. 
28. When was this ? 

I don't exactly recollect, bis son had it to copy for 
Mr. Bayley. 

24. Are you ready to depose upon your oath, if his Majesty's 

Commissioners on the Public Records require it, to the 
truth of your answers to the foregoing questions? 

I am ; to the best of my recollection and belief, what 

I stated is true and correct. 

[Mr. Luxmore produced the document referred to by 
him above, by which it appeared the first memo- 
randum was " January the 18th, 18S2, W.w. 11, 12, 
13, 14 Elizabeth."] 

25. Are you sure Mr. Bayley did not send for any earlier num- 

bers? 

I believe I brought for Mr. Bayley some earlier 
numbers, probably all from 1 to 11, but he had no 
earlier letter than W. 
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26. How come you to make the memorandum produced? 

It was for my own satisfaction, and in case any 
cause had been put away in the wrong place to show 
that I had not don^ it. 

B. LUXMORE. 

(Signed) 

C. P. COOPEE. 

The above Questions and Answers were read to Mr. Luxmore 

in my presence at the Tower. 

Geo. Smith. 
August 1st, 1832. 

The whole of this Examination took place in the presence of 

Mr. Petrie. 

G. S. 
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APPENDIX N. 

DEPOSITION OF MR. WILLIAMS, No. III. 



1. You have stated, in answer to questions put to you on the 

26th of July, that you think Mr. Bayley could not have 
examined your transcripts with the Manuscript Calendars, 
before the former were sent to the Printer's, without your 
knowledge ? Are you still of that opinion ? 

I still think so, unless Mr. Bayley had the Manu- 
script Calendars away in the evening, when he may 
have made such corrections ; but I never recollect to 
have seen any made whilst I was at the Tower ; I 
never myself examined any portion of my copy with 
him ; and such small portions of my transcript, as 
I have occasionally seen when returned by the 
Printer, never to the best of my recollection had 
corrections in Mr. Bayley's hand-writing. I will 
not, however, take upon myself to say that in some 
instances such corrections may not have been made. 

2. Did you, in copying for Mr. Bayley, copy the titles or 

headings of the different Pages of the Manuscript Ca- 
lendars ? 

I cannot say ; I rather think they were not copied, 

but I am not sure. 

3. Do you recollect the number of words in such titles or 

headings, sufficiently to be able to state about the number 
of folios they would have amounted to in the 1125 folios 
copied by you ? 

I should think about ten or fifteen folios. 

4. Would there be any difference between the number of folios 

copied and the number of folios in the corresponding part 
of the printed Volumes ? 
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There would be some little difference occasioned by 
the corrections of the Press. 

5. How many words are there in one of your folios ? 

The usual Common Law quantity, seventy-two ; the 
regular Chancery number is ninety. 

6. What do you consider would be the difference between the 

number of folios in the transcript made by you, and the 
number of folios in the corresponding part of the printed 
Volume occasioned by corrections of the Press, or other- 
wise? 

I should think a small per centage upon the 1125 
folios not more than an eighth or ninth of the whole. 

7. You have found your accounts with Mr. Bayley. Were you 

correct as to the statement of the amount of your Charge 
to him for compiling the Indexes ? 

I was not ; my charge appears to have been little 

more than ^20. 

8. You have stated in a former Examination that you did not 

recollect the tiine when you saw Mr. Bayley tear leaves 
out of the Manuscript Calendar. Has anything since 
occurred to recall the date to your recollection ? 

Some circumstances have recalled it to my memory : 
it was, I think, in the Spring of the year 1825. 

9. Are you willing to depose upon your Oath to the truth of 

the Matters stated by you in this and your two former 
Examinations in case His Majesty*s Commissioners on the 
Public Records should require it ? 
I am. 
(Signed) 

C. P. Cooper. Chas. P. Williams. 

The above Questions and Answers were read over by Mr. 
Cooper to Mr. Williams in our presence. Mr. Williams after- 
wards signed the same as above. 

Geo. Smith. 

W. H. Bennbtt. 

August 2nd, 1832. 
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APPENDIX O. 



LETTER FROM MR. R. SPOTTISWOODE to MR. COOPER. 



His Majesty's Printing Opficb, 
2nd August, 1832. 
Sir, 

In answer to your Letter of the 31 st idt., I beg to 
inform you that the usual course of proceeding with the Chan- 
cery Calendars, was to send a proof to Mr. Bayley, by whom 
it was corrected and returned to us. A Revise, accompanied by 
the proof, was then sent to him. This Revise was returned to 
us, and, after being ftirther corrected by Mr. Caley, was returned 
to us as our authority for putting the sheet to press. In some 
cases a second Revise was required, but the last Revise was the 
only one eventiially returned to us. 

Herewith I send Mr. Bayley's several Bills and Receipts for 
the Chancery Proceedings, paid by us under Mr. Caley*s Cer- 
tificates. 

I am, Sir, 
Your most obedient Servant, 

Robert Spottiswoode. 
C. P. Cooper, Esq. 



Digitized by 



Google 



( 131 ) 



APPENDIX P. 



DEPOSITION OF MR* THOMPSON. 



1. Are you one of the warders in the Tower? 

I have been a warder in the Tower about seventeen 
years. 

2. Did Mr. Bayley ever employ your son to copy for him ? 

Yes, he did. I do not recollect the time; it might 
have been nine months ago. I can't say exactly. 

3. Did your son ever copy for Mr. Bayley at your house ? 

He did, I believe ; for he had a book there. 

4. Where is your house ? 

Upon the Parade in the Tower. 

5. Do you know what the book was ? 

No, I do not ; I believe I heard it was some book 
of Elizabeth. 
(Signed) 

C. P. Cooper. A. Thompson. 

The above questions and answers were read over by Mr. 

Cooper to Mr. Thompson, who afterwards signed the same as 

above in my presence. 

Geo. Smith. 
August 3d, 1832. 
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APPENDIX Q. 



LETTER FEOM MR. MACDONALD to MR. COOPER. 



His Majesty's Printing Office, 
3d August, 1832. 
Sir, 

By your desire, I this day looked at the Manuscript 
Volume of Chancery Proceedings in the time of Queen Eliza- 
beth, marked S. V., produced to me in the presence of Mr. 
Bayley. The early part of that volume appears to be in the 
same handwriting and in the same form as the Manuscript from 
which part of the Third Volume of the Proceedings was printed. 
The part printed from such Manuscript would correspond with 
the latter part of the volume shown to me, which is in a different 
handwriting. The quantity I should state was not much — per- 
haps about a dozen sheets. 

I am, Sir, 

Your obedient Servant, 

Thomas Macdonald. 
C« P. Cooper, Esq. 
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APPENDIX R. 

LETTER FEOM MR. ILLINGWORTH to MR. COOPER. 



Grat's Inn Square, 

4th August, 1832. 
Dear Sir, 

In answer to your inquiry, I have no hesitation in 
stating, that from my knowledge of the Records, and especially 
those in the Tower, acquired during the time I was Deputy 
Keeper of the Records in that establishment, I consider it quite 
impossible that Volume III. of the Chancery Proceedings, tempore 
Elizabeth, could have been compiled upon any examination of 
the original Chancery Bundles. It would have taken one person 
at least seven years to do the work, even if Mr. Bayley had not 
been employed upon the Foedera and the Inquisitions post mor- 
tem at the time, and also had the orffice business to attend to. 
Messrs. Hoole and Cossart, both bred up to the law, were em- 
ployed almost entirely upon the Calendars, at the public ex- 
pense, for about twenty years ; besides, I apprehend no person 
but a good lawyer could make such a Calendar, and I do not 
consider Mr. Bayley to be sufficiently qualified ; it would take 
him half the morning to read a bill and an answer. 

Since my last letter, some circumstances have occurred to my 
recollection respecting the early Bills, which I had then for- 
gotten ; Mr. Cossart, who was an excellent French scholar, 
made both the transcripts and translations of the documents in 
that language ; Mr. Bayley at that time knew nothing of Norman 

French. 

I am, dear Sir, 

Very faithfully, yours, 

W. Illingworth. 
To C. P. Cooper, Esq. 
Secretary to the Commissioners of Records, 
&c. &c. 

l2 
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APPENDIX S. 



LETTER FROM MR. T. D. HARDY to MR. COOPER. 



Record Office, Tower. 
4th August, 1832. 
My Dear Sir, 

Since my last letter on the subject of Mr. Samuel 
Lysons' eommunication to the Society of Antiquaries, I have 
received a letter from my uncle at Rodmorton, an extract from 
which I think it right to send you. 

Extract of a letter from the Rev, Daniel Lysons, dated 3d 
August, 1832. " With respect to the letter you speak of, I cer- 
" tainly do recollect your application about my brother's com- 
" munications to the Society of Antiquaries, and your wish to 
•* find matter for some papers yourself. Your aunt recollects 
" better than I do that something was said about your having 
" any thing that might be of use to you among my brother's 
" papers, then still remaining at the Tower, and destroying what 
** was useless ; and I recollect telling you that I had a few of 
" his curious extracts from Tower Records here, and my ira- 
" pression is that 1 invited you here to look over them and see 
" whether any suited your purpose. I am certain that I was 
" most willing to have placed any of my brother's MSS. that 
" could have been of any use to you at your disposal, when you 
" had rendered yourself qualified to do yourself credit by bring- 
" ing them forward." 

The above was written in answer to an application which I 
made to my uncle as to his remembrance of having given me 
permission to avail myself of any of his brother's papers at the 
Tower. 

Believe me, my dear Sir, 

To be very faithfully yours, 

Thos. D. Hardy. 

C. P. Cooper, Esq. 
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APPENDIX T. 

LETTER FROM TflE REV. D. LYSONS to MR. COOPER. 



RoDMOBTON, Aug. 4tb, 1832. 

Sir, 

In answer to the inquiries in your letter of the 30th 
instant, I have to observe that I find myself under very great 
difficulty in being able to bring forward any proof that the dis- 
coveries of the interesting papers relating to the Court of Chan- 
cery were made personally by my brother. Had I foreseen that 
the fact could ever have become matter of question, I might 
have been possessed of abundant evidence to that point ; but I 
never thought that it was ever likely to be questioned, or the 
merit of the discovery claimed by any other person, least of aU 
by Mr. Bay ley. It is only within a few months that I heard of 
that gentleman having published the work on the Chancery 
Records in such a manner as appears to take to himself all the 
merits of the discovery of the interesting specimens of petitions 
prefixed to it. Indeed, ] was not aware that it had been pub- 
lished, fi:>r Mr. Bayley promised that as soon as it came out he 
would send me a copy; why he did not, seems now pretty 
apparent. 

Notwithstanding the deficiency of evidence to prove my bro- 
ther's claim, I think that were it a matter to call for such inquiry, 
there are many living witnesses who could testify that the search 
originated with my brother ; that it was chiefly carried on by 
him personally, and many of the most interesting petitions dis- 
covered by himself. To my own knowledge he devoted many 
hours day after day to the interesting search, which I am sure 
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none of his surviving acquaintance, who well knew his zeal for 
such investigations, would for a moment doubt, and though I 
was seldom with him on such occasions, he has often shown me 
interesting specimens of petitions as having been recently found 
by himself. He would not I am sure have hesitated or thought 
it at all derogatory to have said, had it been so, " Bay ley has just 
found this petition, or Hicken has found this." But I really think 
that he took such an interest in the search that he generally 
worked at it himself. This search he began very soon after he 
was in possession of his office, and I rather think even before he 
had the opportunity of appointing Mr. Bayley to a situation as 
one of his clerks. I have a letter of Sir H. Englefield's before 
me, the post mark of which bears date June, 1805, in which he 
says, " you have verified the old proverb of new brooms, and 
" as your sweeping has already cleared from dust so many very 
" curious papers, we must all hope that your ardour will increase 
" with your progress," and so in fact it did. In a letter written 
by my brother some years after to the late Mr. Blower, then 
engaged in the history of Derbyshire, from a rough copy of 
which I now transcribe, he says, '* I am proceeding as fast as 
** possible with an arrangement of the great mass of unsorted 
" Records in the White Tower, among which a vast number of 
" very important ones have been discovered, consisting of 
** Returns to Parliament, and various Records of the Court of 
" Chancery." He mentions that he had a clerk employed in 
arranging these papers in portfolios, and another employed on 
a Calendar to the Proceedings in Chancery. 

Not only from these incidental notices, which I have found 
among the few remaining papers of my brother's in my posses- 
sion, but from my own knowledge of the matter, I am convinced 
that my brother was the masterhand, and which conducted the 
whole of the interesting investigations of the White Tower during 
his lifetime, and that a very considerable part of the discoveries 
was made personally by himself, and certainly the whole of the 
petitions brought forward were of his selection. I very well 
remember his communication on the subject to the Society of 
Antiquaries. Indeed, I believe there was more than one, which 
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though not printed in the Archeologia would probably be found 
recorded in the minutes of the Society. 

As for the notes, no one, who was at all acquainted with my 
brother's zeal for investigating every particular which could bear 
on any subject he had to elucidate, and the ample fund of 
authorities in his own library, and those to which he had access, 
could doubt for a moment that the notes were chiefly his own. 
It is very probable that Mr. Bay ley, who has since shown him- 
self most competent to such investigations, might have occa- 
sionally contributed same notes, but I have not the smallest 
doubt that the greater part were supplied by my brother himself. 

From what I recollect of the state of the work at the time of 
my brother's death, I think there must have been then a consi- 
derable quantity of MS. ready for the printer. I had some 
impression on my mind that a quantity of this had been among 
the papers sent down to Rodmorton, and that it passed from 
me to Mr. Bayley, but on further recollection I think the MS. 
I had was of the letters missed, generally esteemed the most 
interesting part of my brother's valuable discoveries, which he 
had began to print. It was a publication for -which all who 
knew of the circumstance were then very eager, '(and it was 
pretty generally known.) The whole of these papers I gave to 
Mr. Bayley, as a person most highly esteemed by my brother 
and most likely to bring them forward in such a manner as to 
fulfil the expectation of the public and do justice to his literary 
reputation. To the best of my knowledge all the MS. copy of 
Tower Records which ever was in my possession was in the 
handwriting of Mr. Hicken; I still have a few sheets in this 
hand, which seem to contain extracts from the Clause Rolls, 
headed thus : — 

Lre c*. temp. Johis. 
Lre — temp. Hen. III. 

Supposed By whom To whom Subject or 

date. written. addressed. substance. 

They are all collected by my brother in his own handwriting. 
I lament that I cannot give you more satisfactory evidence on 
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a matter which so much concerns my brother's literary reputa- 
tion. I little thought I should ever be called upon to vindicate 
it, especially from any wound inflicted by the historian of the 
Tower, whose Memoir of S. Lysons in that work is as creditable 
to himself as it is just to the memory of his patron and his 
friend. 

I remain, 
Sir, 
Your very obedient humble Servant, 
Daniel Lysons. 
C. P. Cooper, Esq. 
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APPENDIX U. 



LETTER PROM MR. T. D. HARDY to MR. COOPER. 



5th August, 1832. 
Sir, 

In reply to your inquiry, I can confidently state that 
I have frequently, in searches and on other occasions, during the 
thirteen years that I have been in the office, noticed in the MS. 
Calendars to the Chancery Proceedings of Elizabeth many notes 
of the date or year in which the bill was filed ; I cannot at all 
explain why the dates were introduced by the framers of the 
Calendars in some instances and omitted in others, but the im- 
pression upon my mind has always been, that, where the year 
is given, there was something more than ordinary connected with 
the date, or that the suit was misplaced, and belonged to some 
other period. 

With regard to your other inquiry, I am unable to make any 
answer to it, owing to my having been latterly denied access to 
the MS. Calendars, which Mr. Bayley detains and keeps either 
at his own lodgings or somewhere locked up in the office. 

I am, Sir, 

Your very obedient Servant, 

Tho. Duffus Hardy. 
C. P. Cooper, &c, &c. &c. 
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APPENDIX V. 



LETTER FROM MR. S. HOOLE to MR. COOPER. 



Hermes Street, Pentonville, 
August 6th, 1832. • 
Sir, 

In answer to your inquiries about my employment at 
the Tower, I beg leave to state, that having been taken into the 
Record Office by Mr. Lysons in January, 1 807, I was informed 
that he, Mr. Lysons, had planned certain extracts to be made 
from the Chancery Proceedings, beginning in the reign of Eliza- 
beth, the contents of which were not then known. I found that 
he had employed his confidential Clerk, Mr. Hicken, in the 
beginning of the work, of which he had done a very small por- 
tion ; the continuation of it was entrusted to me. I observed 
some parts in which Mr. Hicken's extracts had not been suffi- 
ciently explicit, owing to his not having been legally educated, 
and these faults I took upon myself to avoid in my future extracts. 
A material amendment which was proposed was to add a column 
for the counties wherein the lands lay, which would greatly faci- 
litate any search that might be made. It had been the practice 
occasionally to insert the date when the bill was filed, but this 
was not regularly attended to until extracting the reign of 
James ; but when I observed any thing particularly worthy of 
note, I made a memorandum of it, especially as I observed several 
instances of bills in other reigns having got among these pro- 
ceedings ; of these I made memoranda, either on the extracts 
themselves, or on another paper, which I kept for the purpose. 
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A few years after I was first employed, Mr. Lysons took upon 
the same work Mr. Samuel Cossart, to whom I gave all the 
instructions I could, and assisted him frequently in making the 
extracts, and he was employed together with me until his death, 
which happened on the iOth of June, 1820. After Mr. Cossart's 
death I continued the work as long as I was able to execute it, 
which was until my eyesight began to fail me in the year 1829. 

I have the honour to be. Sir, 

Your most obedient, humble Servant, 
Samuel Hoole. 
C. P. Cooper, Esq. &c. &c. &c. 
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APPENDIX W. 



LETTER VROM MR. CALEY to MR. COOPER. 



ExMOUTH Stheet, Wilmincton Squake, 
6th August, 1832. 
Dear Sir, 

I have to acknowledge the receipt of your note 
this morning, and greatly regret that the proof sheets of the 
Chancery Proceedings, xdth my correctionst are not forthcoming 
from the King's Printer's Office, where I always conceived them 
to be lodged, the last revised sheet never being left with me. I 
undoubtedly made many corrections in the names of places, and 
from my knowledge of Records and retentive memory, and 
acquaintance with the names of manors, districts, &c. had it 
much in my power to yield material assistance in this work ; nor 
did I neglect any opportunity of so doing, as I have no doubt 
Mr. Bayley will admit if asked the question. 

I am. Dear Sir, 

Very truly and faithfully yours, 

John Caley. 
C. P. Cooper, Esq. &c. &c. &c. 
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LETTER FROM MR. W. HARDY to MR. COOPER. 



Duchy of Lancaster, Waterloo Bridge 
8th August, 1832. 
Sir, 

I am confident that I have observed in the MS. Calen- 
dar to the Proceedings in Chancery, tempore Elizabeth, occa- 
sional instances of the insertion of the year in which the bill was 
filed, and in some portions of the Calendar in particular these 
dates are so numerous, that it would be quite impossible to look 
into the volume without remarking them. I am unable to spe- 
cify the volume in which the dates occur most frequently, but I 
have a strong remembrance of the fact above stated, having 
always considered the omission of the date to be a great disad- 
vantage in that Calendar, as it was often an important circum- 
stance to be able to ascertain in what part of the long reign of 
Elizabeth the parties named in the suit were alive. 

I have the honour to remain. Sir, 

Your very obedient Servant, 
Wm. Hardy. 
C. P. Cooper, &c. &c. &c. 
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APPENDIX Y. 



LETTER FROM MR. ROBERTS to MR. COOPER. 



Sir, 

I beg to transmit to you the following observations in 
reply to your letter of the 8th instant, requiring me to furnish 
the Committee with some remarks upon the dates in the First 
and Second Volumes of the Chancery Calendars, temp. Elizabeth, 
and the circumstance that they occurred only occasionally, and 
also with any instances I may have discovered of variations 
between the printed volumes and the original Records that may 
induce me to think the former were not framed by reference to 
the original Chancery bundles. As to the dates in the First and 
Second printed volumes, it may be observed, that in the early 
bundles, calendared, I believe, by Mr. Hicken, the dates are 
occasionally inserted ; but in the subsequent bundles, calendared 
by Mr. Hoole, they are almost wholly omitted, except such as 
belong to the reigns of King James or CharleSt which were evi- 
dently inserted when the MS. Calendar was compiled, for the 
express purpose of pointing out that they belonged to those 
reigns, and not to the reign of Elizabeth, to which these pro- 
ceedings were otherwise supposed to belong. For example : 



C. c. 3....38 Jac. I. 1619. 


I. i. 5 . 


...55 Jac. I. 1641. 


7....16Car.I. 1638. 


L. 1. 1 . . 


..37 1638. 


13 49 1639. 


12. 


..29 .... 1609. 


D.d. 5....12 Jac. I. 


M.m.6. . 


..15 .... 


G. g. 6 57 1638. 


P. p. 2. . 


.. 6 .... 1640. 


I. i. 1....59 .... 1637. 


R. r. 4. . 


..39 1639, &c. 



With respect to the variations between the printed volumes and 
the original Records, I am unable to state many particulars, 
having had few occasions minutely to compare them. 
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A few remarkable instances, however, have come to my notice. 
One occurs in Bundle P. p. 7, wherein No. 46 is thus stated 
both in the MS. and printed volume. 

Plaintiils. Defendants. 

No. 46. William Pistor Richard Enderby. 

Robert Harington, Esq. -> 
Thomas Humberston, > William Peston [r]. 
and several others . . J 

Now in the orignal Bundle, besides the above two suits, there 
are also two other suits, and an answer of a third, all done up 
together in the same number, viz. 

^ Edward Pistor, 

Richard Enderbie < ^ . *, 

1 George Acham, 

^ John Witton, and others, 
f Richard Enderby, 

' C ' J Thomas Humberston. 
John Witton, -' I r ^ c* - j .i. 

vJohn Squier, and others. 

Martyn Earle William Pistor [Ans'. of W. P.] 

From this it appears that the proceedings of the three last 
named suits are altogether omitted, as are also the names of the 
two manors in Metheringham, viz. " Zouches Manor,** and 
" Taylboys Manor,'* which frequently occur in the originals. 

In the printed volumes numerous errors are to be met with as 
to the numbers and order of the suits, wherein, I believe, they 
will generally be found to correspond with the MS. Calendars. 
For instance : 

In A. a. 8, No; 15 is placed before No. 14. 

No. 31 is placed before No. 30. 

No. 35 is omitted in its place, and inserted after 
No. 57. 

No. 40 [Archer v. Rawlinson] should be No. 39. 

In the suitof " William Allen*' the No. [21] is omitted, 
as are also the names of the defendants " Mowse and others.'* 
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The names of persons and places are in many instances Very 
incorrectly given, as : 

A. a. 8, No. 52.— The plaintiff's name, printed " Armiger," 
should be " Aunger," and the county 
[Cambridge] is omitted. 
No. 53. — ^The defendant's name, printed " Burford," 

should be " Binford." 
No. 75.— The plaintiff's name, printed " Alwill," should 
be " Atwin." 
E. e. 1, No. 19.— The plaintiff's name, printed "Eusye," should 
be " Erisye." 
No. 31.—" Bescole" should be " Bescote" in Stafford- 
shire, as also in 
E. e. 4, No. 52.—'* Boffcotte" should at least be " alias Bescot," 
as in the Answer it is plainly written 
« Bescot." 
G. g. 15, No. 19. — The defendant's name, printed " Jones," 
should be " Jever," or " Jevour." 
No. 27.—** Gardiner v. Pease," should be No. 28. 
No. 28.—** GrimSton v. Berney," should be No. 27. 
No. 44. — Defendant's name, printed " Timpley," should 

be ** Timperley." 
No. 48. — Defendant's name, printed ** Stobbey," should 
be ** Hobbey." 

It is also to be observed, that from the beginning of A. a. to 
the end of D. d. (except five Bundles in B. b.) aU the suits which 
relate only to personal matters are wholly omitted both in the MS. 
Calendar and in the Printed Volume, Thus in 

Bundle A. a. 7, about 19 suits are omitted. 

8, 23 suits are omitted. 

D. d. 5, 25 suits are omitted. 

11, 26 suits are omitted. 

12, 15 suits are omitted. 

From these instances, among many others that may be found 
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of variation between the printed Calendars and the Records, I am 
obliged to conclude that the former were not framed by a refer- 
ence to the original Chancery Bundles. 

I am, Sir, 
Your most obedient humble Servant, 

Charles Roberts* 

Recoad Ofrcs* Towba, 
11th Attgrost, 1832. 



C. P. Cooper, Esq. &c« &c. &c. 
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APPENDIX Z. 



CERTIFICATE of MR. POLLARD and MR. CLIFTON. 



BiRCHiN Lane, August 14, 1832. 

We, the undersigned, have mspected the Volume of Manuscript 
Calendar in the presence of Mr. Bayley, and declare that the 
dates pointed out have been written over, and are in the Cha- 
racter of Mr. Cossart*s handwriting, as far as we can trace, and 
that the date particularly pointed out by Mr. Cooper, and which 
we believe is 1641, temp. Car. I., has been written over, and is 
not in the Character of Mr. Bayley's handwriting. 

George Pollard: 
Thomas Clifton. 
To His Majesty's Commissioners 
OF THE Public Rbcoeds. 
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APPENDIX AA. 



LETTER FROM MR. COOPER to MR. ILLINGWORTl 



New Boswell Court, Lincoln's Inn, 
August 15, 1832. 
Dear Sir, 

You are aware of the inquiry now proceeding, re- 
specting the Calendars of Chancery Proceedings, temp. Eliz, 
Many of the facts entitling Mr. Bayley to remuneration rest 
entirely upon his own testimony. Now you have known Mr. 
Bayley professionally and otherwise twenty years and upwards, 
and I wish to ask you, whether in a matter that regards his own 
interest you would hesitate to believe Mr. Bayley upon his 
oath, supposing, of course, an absence of other evidence. 

I also wish to inquire with reference to a statement made in 
your last letter, whether you should consider the circumstance 
of Letters in the orthography of the names of places being 
occasionally changed, or the names of counties being superadded, 
as evidence that Mr. Bayley had had recourse to the original 
Chancery Bundle, to make such alterations or additions, Mr. 
Caley having, as you are I believe aware, corrected each Proof- 
sheet, and stating that he has made numerous corrections of 
this nature. 

Believe me, dear Sir, 

Yours very truly, 

C. P. Cooper. 
W. Illingworth, Esq. 
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APPENDIX BB. 



LETTER VBOM MR. ILLINGWORTH to MR. COOPER. 



Okay's Inn Sqitahei 
16th Aug. 1832. 
Dear Sir, 

As to the first question put to me in your Letter of 
yesterday's date, I beg to answer, that' from the numerous false 
assertions I have known Mr. Bayley make in matters of business, 
and on some serious occasions, I should certainly hesitate before 
I gave credence to any statement of his, although made under 
the sanction of an oath, unless it was corroborated by other 
testimony. 

In respect to your other Inquiry, I cannot believe that Mr. 
Bayley had recourse to the original Chancery Bundles in making 
any alterations in the names of places or counties, inasmuch as 
it would have occupied his time for years, and having been very 
frequently at the Tower, I must say I never saw him so engaged. 
The alterations aUuded to were doubtless made by Mr. Caley, 
whose knowledge and recollection of the names of persons and 
places are as singularly remarkable as notorious* 

I am. 
Dear Sir, 

Very faithfully yours, 

W. Illingworth. 
To C. P. Cooper, Esq. 
Secretary to the Record CommissioDers, 
&c. &c. &c. 
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APPENDIX CC. 



DEPOSITION OF MR. CAREY. 



1. You are reader at the King's printers? 

Yes : I have been reader there about twelve years. 

2. Do you recollect the printing of the early Petitions or Bills, 

prefixed to Volume I. of the Chancery Calendars in the 
reign of Elizabeth? 
Perfectly .well. 
8, Were those Petitions or Bills printed from a manuscript or not ? 
The early part was printed from a printed copy. 

4. Was that copy in a folio size, or in what other size was it? 

It was in a size printers call royal octavo. 

5. Do you recollect how much of the early Petitions was printed 

from printed copy and not from manuscript ? 

I can't answer that question from memory. 

6. Look at the octavo volume printed by Messrs. Spottiswoode, 

for the late Mr. Lysons, now produced to you, and say if 

you ever saw that before ? 

I have seen the early part of it before in leaves ; 
that is to say, as well as I can recollect at this dis- 
tance of time, I have seen the first 136 pages of it. 

7. Did you print any part of the early Bills, prefixed to Volume I. 

of the Chancery Calendars from such octavo leaves ? 

We printed from such octavo printed copy all in 
the folio edition that corresponds with it. 

8. How are you able to state that? 

My memory is quite distinct as to printing a con- 
siderable part of the first of the early Bills, &c. from 
octavo printed copy and not from manuscript. 
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9. HsLve you any other means of ascertaining that fact ? 

Since the inquiry has been made, I have referred to 
proof sheets now in existence, and to the King's 
Printer's Memorandum Books, and I find that there 
was a considerable lapse of time between our put- 
ting to press pages 57 to 60, and pages 61 to 64, 
where the printed copy ended and the inanuscript 
copy began. 

10. What was the lapse of time ? 

About three years. 

1 1. To what do you attribute this delay? 

I do not know of my own knowledge the cause ; 
but I have no doubt it was because we were waiting 
for a further supply of copy. 

12. Look at the folio Volume I. and state how much of it you 

believe was printed from printed copy ? 

I would say, looking at Mr. Lysons' Book, that, as 
well as I can recollect, all in the folio volume was 
printed from printed copy, from page 1 to page 62, 

13. Do you recollect any manuscript copy being occasionally 

sent whilst you were printing from printed copy ? 

No. I have no recollection at all as to manuscript 
copy in the early part. 

14. Do you mean to say that no manuscript copy was sent until 

the printed copy was exhausted? 
I do. 
(Signed) 

C. P. Cooper. W. Carey. 

The above questions and answers were read over by Mr. 
Cooper to Mr. Carey in my presence. 

W. H. Bennett. 
August 16th, 1832. 
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APPENDIX CC*. 



CERTIFICATE OF THE NUMBER OF FOLIOS IN 
VOL. I. OF THE PRINTED CALENDARS. 



17, Carey Street, Lincoln's-Inn. 
August^l832. 
Sir, 

I have by your direction counted the Number of Folios 

in Volume I. of the Calendar of the Proceedings in Chancery, 

and I find that from page 1 to page 419 there are 2952 folios 

at 70 words to the folio. The Introductory part, pages^ cxlvii 

and Indexes, page 421 to page 565, are not included. 

You will please to observe, that in order that my accuracy 

may be the more easily ascertained, I have marked each folio in 

Pencil throughout the Volume. 

I have the honour to be, 
Sir, 
Your most obedient humble Servant, 

J. LEAVER. 

To C. P. Cooper, Esq. 
Sec. Com. Pub. Rec. 
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APPENDIX CC**. 



CERTIFICATE OF THE NUMBER OF FOLIOS IN 
VOL. II. OF THE PRINTED CALENDARS. 



August— 1832. 
Sib, 

In pursuance of your directions I have counted the 
Folios in the Second Volume of the Calendar of Chancery Pro- 
ceedings, and find that it contains, exclusive of the Introductory 
matter and Indexes (page 1 to 432), 2791 folios, counting 72 
words to the folio. 

I have, in order that my accuracy may be the more readily 
ascertained, marked the folios in pencil throughout the volume. 

I have the honour to be. 
Sir, 
Your most obedient* humble Servant, 
Cha. p. Williams. 

C. P. Cooper, Esq. 

Sec. Com. Pub. Rec. 
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APPENDIX CC***. 



CERTIFICATE OF THE NUMBER OF FOLIOS IN 
VOL. III. OF THE PRINTED CALENDARS. 



17 Carey Street, Lincoln's Inn. 
August—1822. 

Sir, 

I have by your direction counted the number of Folios 
in Volume III. of the Calendar of the Proceedings in Chancery; 
and I find that, from page 1 to page 326, there are 2368 folios, 
at 70 words to the folio. The Index Locorum is not included. 
You will please to observe that, in order that my accuracy may 
be the more easily ascertained, I have marked each folio in 
pencil throughout the volume. 

I have the honour to be. 
Sir, 
Your most obedient humble servant, 

J. Leaver. 
To C. P. Cooper, Esq. 
Sec. Com. Pub. Rec. 
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APPENDIX DD. 



A Statemmt of the Number of Folios qf 72 Words, contained in 
each qf the following Folios or double pages of the MS. Calendars 
to the Chancery Proceedings, temp, Eliz, Vol. /. and IL 



Vol. I.— FoL 20. . . .7 folios 64 words. 

40 7 40 

60 6 62 

80 5 8 

100 8 5 

120 9 39 

140 7 36 

160 8 6 

180. ...7 50 

200 8 23 

Vol. II.— Fol. 20 5 53 

40 5 59 

60 6...... 52 

80.... 7 66 

100 7 67 

120 7 31 

140 7 52 

160 6 51 

180 6 64 

200.... 7 51 

Vol. I. contains 252 folios or double pages. 
Vol. II 256 do. 
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APPENDIX EE. 



LETTER FROM MR. COOPER to THE CHAIRMAN. 



Lincoln's Inn, December, 1832. 
Sir, 

The inquiry into the circumstances connected with 

the publication of the Calendars of the Chancery Proceedings 

having terminated rather abruptly, in consequence of Mr. Bayley 

having addressed to you a letter, of the particular effect whereof 

I was ignorant until it was read at the Meeting of the Committee 

on Saturday, it appears to me necessary to trouble you with a 

few observations, in explanation of the imperfect state in which 

some minor parts of the case, that it was my province to bring 

forward, now appear. 

It will be recollected that at the last Meeting but one Mr. 
Williams was examined by one of the Committee, and his exa- 
mination was not then completed, but was to have been con- 
tinued ; and, according to my notes, there were various questions 
which it was my intention to put to him, to explain some appa- 
rent variations between the parol examination and that which 
had been previously put into writing. In particular, I find that 
Mr. Williams had stated to me, that although he had no doubt 
that Mr. Bayley had in many instances sent the transcript to the 
printer without having previously corrected it, yet, upon further 
consideration, he should not like to swear positively that this was 
the case. 

I also find from my notes that Mr. Roberts was extremely 
desirous of being re-examined as to the dates in the margin of 
the Manuscript Calendars, and especiaUy to explain some part 
of his testimony as to none of the figures being in Mr. Bayley's 

N 2 
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handwriting, and that what he meant was that there are no dates 
in such handwriting, except where there are erasures, or the 
figures have heen painted or written over. 

Thus much is stated in justice both to Mr. Williams and Mr. 
Roberts, supposing there shall be any discrepancy between any 
parts of their evidence, or between the evidence and the fact. 

A further observation that I have to make is, that the Com- 
mittee would bear in mind that there were many witnesses still 
to be examined, and in particular some from whom no written 
statement had been obtained. The principal point, as well as I 
recollect, proposed to be proved by these last witnesses was, 
that certain transcripts of vol. iii. produced by Mr. Bayley, as 
showing that he had consulted the original bundles of Chancery 
Proceedings, and which he stated had been made at some early 
period; were not made until after he had been charged with hav- 
ing merely copied the Office Calendars. 

There is no other remark that occurs to me as necessary to 
be made upon this part of the subject, although writing, as I do, 
afbr a lapse of three months, it is possible that there may be 
some matters that have escaped my recollection. 

I have the honour to remain. 

Sir, 

Your very &ithfiil serv9nt, 

C. P. Cooper. 
W. Brougham, Esa. 
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APPENDIX FF. 

LETTER FEOM MR. BAYLEY to SIR R. H. INGLIS, Bt. 



[Eeceived 6 Feb. 1833.] 

RiEOOBD Office, Towbb, 
Wednesday Aftemooa. 

Dear Sir, 

From a letter, which I have received from Mr. Cooper, 
I regret to find that the Committee on the subject of the Chan- 
cery Calendars have made a Report, without my having the 
satisfaction of previously meeting them, which I fully relied on 
and hoped for. 

Of course I have no knowledge of the nature of the Commit- 
tee's Report, but if, as I may infer from Mr. Cooper's letter, 
they have formed any conclusion un&vourable to me, a con- 
struction must have been placed upon the letter, which I ad- 
dressed to the Chairman of the Committee, which I certainly 
never meant it to convey. That letter I was induced to write 
under circumstances which I need not further explain, and such 
was the harassed state of my mind at the time that I unfortu- 
nately have no exact copy of it, but its chief purport was to dis- 
claim any pretension to having compiled the two furst volumes 
of those Calendars from the original proceedings, and this I had 
already most particularly done in my written statement delivered 
to the Committee, and on every other occasion. In the next place 
I explained that, with regard to the third volume, it had been 
done with great additional labour, according as I had already 
stated to the Committee ; and then, as Mr. Cooper wished to 
be justified in the course he had taken, I stated that I was ready 
to admit that, in consequence of the information he had received 
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or according to the statements that had been given, he was jus- 
tified in bringing forward the inquiry : but I trust that by this 
I cannot have been understood by the Committee as aUowing 
that those statements were true. In common justice to myself I 
could not : for, as &i as they had come to my knowledge, they 
were untrue and unfounded, as I could have satis&ctorily have 
shown. For instance, on referring to the evidence, if so it 
should be termed, of Luxmore, the messenger, it will be seen 
that it was brought forward to contradict my statement as to my 
having arranged the Records in the White Tower and dis- 
covered the Ancient Chancery Petitions, which took place in the 
years 1811, 1812, and part of 1818 (at which period there was 
no one else in the ofiice to have done it) ; and he did this by 
asserting that that work was accomplished by a young gentleman 
of the name of Thompson, who was formerly in the office; 
whereas this person (then a youth under sixteen years of age, 
and incapable of reading a Record) did not come to the Tower 
till the month of April in 1814, having been appointed to fill a 
vacancy that had occurred by the death of Mr. Lemon, which 
happened at Christmas, 1813, and which was long after all those 
arrangements in the White Tower had been completed! And 
equally untrue were his assertions respecting the bringing down 
of the bundles of Chancery Proceedings for my use. The state- 
ments of Mr. Williams also I could have shown, by papers then 
in my possession, and others which I have since found, to have 
been in all material points equally incorrect ; and as regards the 
charge of my having torn out the leaves of one of the MS. 
volumes and sent them to the printers, I had the means satisfac- 
torily of refuting it, by showing that I had those very pages 
copied for the purpose of correcting and using for the press ; 
and I could also show that, after the accident which occasioned 
my taking out those leaves, I had substituted the new ones and 
had them bound up in the volume long before Mr. Cooper's 
pamphlet, or that I had ever heard of any charge connected 
with this work or with the performance of any of my duties. 

To every work which I have ever had to perform under the 
Board, I can conscientiously refer for having always felt the 
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same interest and devoted the same attention to it as I should if 
my own private advantage had depended on its perfection; 
and as regards the subject in question, the only matter of mo- 
ment for which I can blame or accuse myself, is with respect to 
the number of folios transcribed from the MS. Calendars and 
charged for to the Commission, and although I was led into this 
error by relying on the correctness of those I employed, and 
likewise find that the transcribing of a large portion of the an- 
cient Petitions, copied for the introductory matter, I never 
charged for at all, this will ever be a source of the deepest pain 
and regret to me, and I lament most sincerely that I was not 
acquainted with it when I delivered my statement to the Board ; 
for if I had had the slightest conception of it, I would with 
anxiety have acknowledged it and offered the fullest satis&ction 
in my power for it. 

When I addressed the letter I did to the Chairman of the 
Committee, my mind was worn out by the oppressions it had so 
long been suffering, added to other afflictions ; but although my 
life must have sunk under it, I shaU ever have cause to lament 
that I did not submit even to that sacrifice, if the Committee 
should have placed any construction on it beyond what I meant 
it to convey. 

I feel that I have to apologize to you for now troubling you 
with this letter, but I am sure you will pardon it, seeing that it 
is a duty that I owe to myself to state these facts, and have the 
honour to remain, 

Sir, 

Your very obliged 

and faithful Servant, 

J. Bayley. 

Sir R. H. Inolis, Bart. M.P. 
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